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SACRAMENTO, CALI FORNI A
VEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1996
9:30 A M

CHAI RMVAN CHESBRO: GOOD MORNING. THIS IS
THE MEETI NG OF THE LOCAL ASSI STANCE AND PLANNI NG
COW TTEE OF THE | NTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
BOARD. WE W LL BEG N BY CALLI NG THE ROLL.
THE SECRETARY: BOARD MEMBERS FRAZEE.
MEMBER FRAZEE: HERE.
THE SECRETARY: GOTCH.
MEMBER GOTCH: HERE.
THE SECRETARY: CHAI RMAN CHESBRO.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO. HERE. ALL PRESENT AND
ACCOUNTED FOR.
DOES ANYBODY HAVE ANY EX PARTES
THEY' D LI KE TO REPORT?
MEMBER FRAZEE: NONE THI S MORNI NG.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | HAVE SOME
OUTSTANDI NG, BUT | DON' T THI NK THEY RELATE TO ANY
OF THE COW TTEE AGENDA | TEMS, SO I'LL JUST FILL
OUT THE FORMS.
VWVE WLL BEG N THE AGENDA W TH | TEM

1, WHICH IS THE ORAL REPORT FROM THE DI VERSI ON
PLANNI NG AND LOCAL ASSI STANCE DI VI SI ON BY JuDY
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FRI EDVAN.
MS. FRI EDMAN:  GOOD MORNI NG, CHAI RMAN

CHESBRO AND COWM TTEE MEMBERS GOTCH AND FRAZEE.
THIS I TEM IS AN UPDATE ON SOVE OF THE MAJOR
ACTIVITI ES OF THE DI VERSI ON PLANNI NG AND LOCAL
ASSI STANCE Dl VI SI ON.

FI RST, AS ALVWAYS, AN UPDATE ON LOCAL
PLANS. ELEMENTS OF SEVEN JURI SDI CTI ONS ARE ON
TODAY' S AGENDA; AND THAT, OF COURSE, |S A
COMBI NATI ON OF SRRE'S, HHWE'S, NDFE'S, SITI NG
ELEMENTS, AND SUMVARY PLANS.

AS OF OCTOBER 15TH, THE BOARD HAS
RECEI VED APPROXI MATELY 1400 LOCALLY ADOPTED
ELEMENTS OF THE COUNTYW DE PLANS FOR CONSI DERATI ON
AND APPROVAL, DI SAPPROVAL, OR CONDI TI ONAL
APPROVAL.

STATEW DE WE ARE AT APPROXI MATELY 91
PERCENT RECEI VED FOR THE SRRE'S, 84 PERCENT FOR
THE HHWE' S, 90 PERCENT FOR NDFE'S, 43 FOR THE
SI TI NG ELEMENTS, AND 40 PERCENT FOR THE SUMMARY
PLANS. SO WE ARE MOVI NG RI GHT ALONG. AT THI S
TI ME WE HAVE NOT RECEI VED SRRE' S FOR 34
JURI SDI CTI ONS, AND WE ARE CONTI NUI NG TO PURSUE

THOSE.
AS OF OCTOBER 11TH, 309 ANNUAL
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REPORTS HAVE BEEN SUBM TTED TO THE BOARD FOR
COMMENT, AND AT THI'S TI ME WVE HAVE COWPLETED OUR
COVPLETENESS REVI EW OF ABOUT A HUNDRED TVEENTY OF
THOSE, SO WE' RE CONTI NUI NG TO RECEI VE ANNUAL
REPORTS AS WELL.

UPDATE ON SOVE REGULATI ONS. STAFF
SUBM TTED THREE REGULATI ON PACKAGES TO THE OFFI CE
OF ADM NI STRATI VE LAW I N EARLY SEPTEMBER. THESE
PACKAGES | NCLUDE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ARTI CLE
6.2 AND 7.0 AND THE PROPOSED ADDI TI ON OF ARTI CLE
6.4. AND THESE CONCERN CONTENT AND PROCEDURES FOR
SOURCE REDUCTI ON AND RECYCLI NG AND NONDI SPOSAL
FACI LI TY ELEMENTS.

AND | F YOU RECALL, THOSE REGULATI ONS
HAD BEEN APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS EMERGENCY
REGULATI ONS THAT HAD A THREE- YEAR LI FE. SO THI S
IS TO MAKE THOSE REGULATI ONS PERMANENT. THE
45- DAY PUBLI C COMMENT REVI EW PERI OO COMMENCED ON
SEPTEMBER 13TH AND W LL END ON OCTOBER 28TH.

WE EXPECT THAT | NFORVAL DRAFT
REGULATI ONS FOR CONDUCTI NG WASTE CHARACTERI ZATI ON
STUDI ES AND WASTE GENERATI ON STUDI ES AND
DEFI NI TI ONS OF GENERAL PLANNI NG TERMS AND MATERI AL

SIZE WLL BE Cl RCULATED FOR PUBLI C REVIEW I N
OCTOBER.
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SOVE OTHER PLANNI NG | SSUES.  MARSHA
DEVON OF THE CI TY OF SAN FRANCI SCO HAS RESI GNED
FROM THE LGTAC. LI KEW SE, RI CHARD WELTON OF
FRESNO COUNTY HAS ALSO RESI GNED. AND THERE IS NO
| NFORMATI ON ON NEW APPOI NTEES AT THI' S TI ME.

TODAY' S LOCAL GOVERNMENT TECHNI CAL
ADVI SORY COW TTEE OR LGTAC MEETI NG W LL | NCLUDE A
MEETI NG BETWEEN THE REG ONAL COUNCI L OF RURAL
COUNTI ES AND LGTAC TO DI SCUSS SUCH TOPI CS AS THE
ASSEMBLY NATURAL RESOURCES COWM TTEE OCTOBER 2D
HEARI NG, THE FUTURE OF THE BOARD, QUANTI FYI NG
DI VERSI ON AND DI SPOSAL AND COOPERATI VE EFFORTS.
SO THEY' RE GO NG TO HAVE | NTERESTI NG TOPI CS TO
DI SCUSS TODAY.

STAFF W LL BE MEETI NG W TH THE

FROM THE OFFI CE OF EMERGENCY SERVI CES AND THE
CALI FORNI A SPECI ALI ZED TRAI NI NG | NSTI TUTE TO
DI SCUSS DEVELOPMENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT WORKSHOPS
ON DI SASTER DEBRI S MANAGEMENT AS PRESENTED I N THE
| NTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT DI SASTER PLAN. | F |
RECALL, THAT WAS A CONTRACT CONCEPT THAT THE

HAD APPROVED EARLI ER, AND WE ARE PURSUI NG THAT.
UPDATE ON USED O L AND HOUSEHOLD



24 HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAMS. AS OF OCTOBER 11TH,

THE
25 USED O L PROGRAM CURRENTLY HAS OVER 2, 000
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CERTI FI ED CENTERS, 500 | NDUSTRI AL GENERATORS, 68
CURBSI DE COLLECTI ON PROGRAMS, AND ONE ELECTRI C
UTI LITY, FOR A TOTAL OF 2,623 PROGRAM
PARTI CI PANTS. SO THAT JUST KEEPS GROW NG EVERY
MONTH.

AND SI NCE SEPTEMBER 10TH OR I N THE
MONTH OF SEPTEMBER, WE HAVE CERTI FI ED 56 NEW
CENTERS AND RECERTI FI ED 30 CENTERS. THE NEW USED
O L RECYCLI NG REGULATI ONS ARE NEARLY FI NI SHED;
THAT IS, THE | NFORVAL DRAFT. AND WE' LL BE GO NG
THROUGH | NTERNAL REVI EW6 THI S MONTH. AFTER OUR
| NTERNAL REVI EWS, WE' LL SEND THEM OUT FOR | NFORMAL
EXTERNAL REVI EW AND WE EXPECT TO BRI NG THEM TO
THE COVM TTEE AND BOARD TO START THE FORMAL
PROCESS EARLY NEXT YEAR. | F YOU RECALL, WE' VE HAD
A SERIES OF STATE WORKSHOPS VWHI CH HELPED US
FORMULATE THE PLAN FOR THESE REGULATI ONS.

THROUGH AN | NTERAGENCY AGREEMENT
W TH THE STATE FI RE MARSHAL'S OFFI CE, A MANUAL
CALLED "THE SOLUTION TO O L POLLUTI ON' HAS BEEN
DEVELOPED FOR DI STRI BUTI ON TO LOCAL FI RE
DI STRICTS. TH' S MANUAL W LL BE USED I N WORKSHOPS
THAT W LL BE HELD THROUGHOUT THE STATE. THESE

VWORKSHOPS W LL EDUCATE FI RE MARSHALS AND THEI R
STAFF, AS WELL AS REPRESENTATI VES FROM THE
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AUTOMOTI VE | NDUSTRY, ABOUT FI RE CODE
| NTERPRETATI ON CONCERNI NG COLLECTI ON, TRANSFER,
AND STORAGE OF USED O L. AND |IF YOU RECALL, WE
HAD PURSUED THI S PARTI CULAR CONTRACT BECAUSE OF
THE DI FFERI NG | NTERPRETATI ONS THAT DI FFERENT FI RE
DEPARTMENTS HAD ABOUT FI RE CODE, AND THI S WAS A
VAY TO UNI FORMLY HAVE THESE THI NGS | NTERPRETED.

THE BOARD AWARDED 43 USED O L GRANTS
TO NONPROFI T ORGANI ZATI ONS. THE TOTAL AMOUNT
AWARDED TO NONPROFI TS WAS 3.3 M LLION. THAT WAS
LAST MONTH. ELEVEN LOCAL CONSERVATI ON CORPS WERE
AVWARDED GRANTS, AND WE' LL BE WORKI NG CLOSELY W TH
THEI R RESPECTI VE LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.

THESE GRANT MONI ES W LL FOCUS ON
ESTABLI SHI NG PERMANENT USED O L COLLECTI ON
FACI LI TIES I N RURAL AREAS, PUBLI C EDUCATI ON
PROQJECTS | N UNDERSERVED AREAS. THE USED O L AND
HHW PROGRAM RECEI VED 96 APPLI CATI ONS FOR HHW
GRANTS THAT TOTAL ALMOST NINE M LLI ON I N REQUESTED
FUNDS. OF COURSE, THERE' S ONLY $3 M LLI ON
AVAI LABLE FOR THI S GRANT PROGRAM AS A RESULT,
THI'S WLL BE A VERY COWPETI TI VE GRANT CYCLE, AS
YOU CAN | MAGI NE, AND THE RECOMVENDED AWARDS W LL

BE COM NG BEFORE COWM TTEE AND BOARD FOR APPROVAL
| N DECEMBER.
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THE BOARD APPROVED AN AUGVENTATI ON
OF THE $1 M LLION TO THE STATE CCC | NTERAGENCY
AGREEMENT. THI' S AUGMENTATI ON W LL ALLOW THE CCC
TO CONTI NUE THEI R VERY SUCCESSFUL SECONDARY
EDUCATI ON PROGRAM THROUGH THE SCHOOL YEAR. THI' S
PROGRAM WAS DESI GNED TO TEACH STUDENTS ABOUT THE
PROBLEMS ASSOCI ATED W TH | LLEGAL DI SPCSAL OF USED
O L AND THE BENEFI TS OF CONSERVI NG THI S VALUABLE
RESOURCE.

THROUGH THI S CONTRACT, THE CCC W LL
BE ABLE TO WORK CLOSELY W TH LOCAL JURI SDI CTI ONS,
ESPECI ALLY I N THE RURAL AREAS, WHICH IS ONE OF THE
AREAS WE TARGETED, TO HELP W TH THEI R USED O L
PROGRAMS | N THE SUMMER MONTHS.

"D ALSO LI KE TO TAKE THI'S MOVENT TO
ANNOUNCE THAT SHI RLEY W LLD-WAGNER | S THE
SUPERVI SOR OF THE GRANTS I N THE HHW SECTI ON I N THE
USED O L BRANCH EFFECTI VE OCTOBER 14TH. AS YQU
RECALL, FERNANDO BERTON HAD BEEN THE PREVI OUS
| NCUMBENT | N THAT POSI TI ON. SHI RLEY BRI NGS TO
THI'S POSI TI ON 14 YEARS' EXPERI ENCE WORKI NG BOTH
W TH MANAG NG AND ADM NI STERI NG GRANTS, AS WELL AS
EXTENSI VE SUPERVI SORY EXPERI ENCE. AND WE ARE VERY

PLEASED THAT SHI RLEY W LL BE JO NI NG OUR DI VI SI ON,
AND SHE HAD FORMERLY BEEN WORKI NG | N THE
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ADM NI STRATI ON AND FI NANCE SUBDI VI SI ON.
SOMVE | NFORVATI ON ON PUBLI C EDUCATI ON

AND PROGRAMS | MPLEMENTATI ON.  STAFF |I'S WORKI NG
W TH BERTECH WASTE | NDUSTRI ES, WHO | S SPONSORI NG A
WASTE REDUCTI ON AND RECYCLI NG WORKSHOP TO BE HELD
I N RI VERSI DE NOVEMBER 6TH. EXPECTED ATTENDEES TO
THE WORKSHOP W LL BE LOCAL BUSI NESS OWNERS, LOCAL
GOVERNMENT, RECYCLI NG COORDI NATORS, UNI VERSI TY AND
LOCAL COLLEGE RECYCLI NG COORDI NATORS, AND STATE
OFFI CE RECYCLI NG COORDI NATORS. THE RI VERSI DE
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE |'S ALSO A LOCAL PARTI Cl PANT
AND SPONSOR. STAFF HAVE CONDUCTED WASTE DI VERSI ON
VWORKSHOPS W TH SCHOOL DI STRICTS I N THE CI TI ES OF
HEYFORTH AND WEAVERVI LLE. THESE WORKSHOPS WERE
ATTENDED BY OVER 50 TEACHERS AND WERE WELL
RECEI VED.

CHAI RMVAN CHESBRO | DI DN T KNOW THERE
VERE 50 TEACHERS | N HEYFORTH AND WEAVERVI LLE.

M5. FRIEDVAN:  WVELL, | TH NK THEY CAME
FROM SURROUNDI NG COVMUNI TI ES AS WELL.

ON NOVEMBER 7TH AND 8TH A PAPER

| DENTI FI CATI ON WORKSHOP W LL BE CONDUCTED BY

L. ARRONSW CK. THESE WORKSHOPS ARE TRAI NI NG
VWORKSHOPS | NTENDED FOR STATE RECYCLI NG



25 COORDI NATORS WHO ARE PARTI Cl PANTS I N THE
STATE' S

12
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1 RECYCLI NG PROGRAM  AND THE PURPOSE OF THESE

2 WORKSHOPS |'S TO PROVI DE THE PARTI CI PANTS WTH A
3 HANDS- ON WORKI NG KNOALEDGE OF PAPER GRADES THAT

4 W LL ASSI ST THEM I N CARRYI NG OUT THEI R DUTI ES AS
A

5 RECYCLI NG COORDI NATOR. AND THESE WORKSHOPS ARE
6 BEI NG FUNDED BY REVENUES FROM PROJECT RECYCLE

7 THAT CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATI ON.
ARE

8 THERE ANY QUESTI ONS? THANK YOU.

9 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  GREAT REPORT.
THERE' S

10 A LOT GO NG ON, AND THAT' S GOCD NEWS. SO THANKS
11 NEXT |'D LIKE TO CALL ON CAREN

12 TRGOVCI CH TO G VE THE WASTE PREVENTI ON AND MARKET
13 DEVELOPMENT DI VI SI ON REPORT.

14 MS. TRGOVCI CH:  GOOD MORNI NG, MEMBERS.

I
15 JUST WANT TO PROVI DE YOU SOVE HI GHLI GHTS OF THE
16 DIVISION' S ACTI VI TI ES THAT ARE BEFORE THI S
17 COW TTEE OVER THE PAST MONTH AND I N COM NG
18 MONTHS.
19 AS PART OF THE CONTI NUI NG UPDATE ON
20 THE | NFORVATI ON THAT WE ARE PLACI NG ON THE

21 | NTERNET FOR ACCESSI BI LI TY AND AVAI LABILITY TO A



22 BROAD RANGE OF USERS, WE RECEI VED A NOTI CE OR THE
23 WASTE PREVENTI ON | NFORMATI ON EXCHANGE RECEI VED A
24 NOTI CE SAYI NG THAT | T HAS BEEN ADDED TO THE

25 "AMAZI NG ENVI RONMENTAL DI RECTORY" ON THE

VWORLDW DE

13
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VEB. SO WE' RE DEFI NI TELY MAKI NG SOME | NROADS OUT
THERE, AND OUR | NFORMATI ON IS DEFI NI TELY STARTI NG
TO HI' T BROADER AUDI ENCES.

STAFF ATTENDED THE UNI VERSI TY OF
CALI FORNI A RI VERSI DE' S TURF, GRASS, AND LANDSCAPE
RESEARCH CONFERENCE AND FI ELD DAY. THERE WERE
SEVERAL PRESENTATI ONS THAT COVERED ASPECTS OF
TURF, AS WELL AS TOPI CS DEALI NG W TH MJULCH AND
COVPOST USE W THI N THE LANDSCAPE. WE ALSO MET
W TH REPRESENTATI VES FROM THE ENVI RONMENTAL CARE
ORGANI ZATI ON, ONE OF THE BOARD S YARD WASTE
PREVENTI ON PARTNERS, ABOUT SEVERAL UPCOM NG
CENTRAL VALLEY GRASS CYCLI NG DEMONSTRATI ON
PROQJECTS.

ON THE SAME NOTE, | JUST WANT TO
REPORT RATHER BELATEDLY THAT THE YARD WASTE
PREVENTI ON STAFF SET UP AND ASSI STED | N PROVI DI NG
A GRASS CYCLI NG COVPOSTI NG DAY DI SPLAY AT THE
BOARD S STATE FAI R BOOTH LAST MONTH.

THE STATE ACQUI RED A 21-1 NCH
MULCH NG MOWER FROM TORO. WE ALSO CONSTRUCTED A
M N COWOST BIN TO SHOW HOW TO USE THE VARI QUS
BI NS AND PROVI DE | NFORVATION ON THEM I T WAS A

VERY SUCCESSFUL EVENT W TH SEVERAL | NDI VI DUALS
| NQUI RI NG ABOUT THE MOWER | TSELF, GRASS

CYCLI NG,
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AND THE CONSTRUCTI ON STYLE OF THE COVPOST BI NS.
THI S WAS A VERY GOOD EDUCATI ONAL EVENT THAT THE
STAFF PARTI CI PATED IN. | T GOT QUT A LOT OF
| NFORMATI ON.  WWE RECEI VED A LOT OF | NQUI RI ES WHI CH
VE ARE FOLLOW NG UP ON I N THE PAST MONTH.

AS | REPORTED TO YOU LAST MONTH, WE
HELD A FIRST OF I TS KI ND WORKI NG ROUND TABLE I N
DONMNTOMN SACRAMENTO ON SEPTEMBER 12TH. THI'S WAS A
ROUND TABLE AT WHI CH 28 ATTENDEES FROM A VARI ETY
OF MATERI AL EXCHANGE FACI LI TI ES AND PROGRAMS
PARTI CI PATED TO FOCUS ON | NCREASI NG REUSE
OPPORTUNI TI ES W THI N THE MATERI ALS EXCHANGE
| NDUSTRY AND FURTHER DEFI NI NG CALMAX' ROLL I N
SUPPORTI NG AND ENCOURAGI NG THE EFFORT.

THERE WERE THREE PRI NClI PAL TOPI CS AT
THE WORKSHOP PARTI Cl PANTS ADDRESSED | N THE CONTEXT
OF THAT MEETING. THE FIRST WAS THE M NI MAX
MATERI AL EXCHANGE FACI LI TY CONNECTI ONS WHERE
PARTI CI PANTS EXAM NED THE COOPERATI VE
OPPORTUNI TI ES THAT EXI ST BETWEEN EXCHANGE PROGRAMS
AND FACI LI TI ES THAT HOUSE MATERI ALS.  PARTI CI PANTS
ALSO FOCUSED ON ELECTRONI C LI NKAGES, EXAM NI NG THE
GROW NG USE OF THE | NTERNET FOR | NFORMATI ON

MANAGEMENT AND TRANSFER.
AND THE THI RD TOPI C THAT THEY
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1 FOCUSED ON WAS THE ESTABLI SHVENT OR POTENTI AL

2 ESTABLI SHVENT OF A MATERI ALS EXCHANGE ASSOCI ATI ON,

3 EXAM NI NG THE UTILITY OF FORM NG AN ASSOCI ATI ON

4 W THI N VWHI CH TO TRADE | DEAS AND | NFORMATI ON.

5 THERE WAS A W DE ARRAY OF EXPERI ENCE

6 AND EXPERTI SE THAT WAS BROUGHT TO THE TABLE I N

7 THI'S FIRST OF I TS KIND ROUND TABLE, AND WE W LL BE

8 FOLLOW NG UP ON A LOT OF THE | DEAS.

9 WE' D ESPECI ALLY LI KE TO NOTE THAT
10 THERE WAS PARTI CULAR EMPHASI S PLACED ON USI NG THE
11 | NTERNET, CONTI NUI NG TO BUI LD THE | NFORMATI ON BASE
12 THAT WE HAVE THERE TO BE ABLE TO GET | NFORVATI ON
13 OUT TO | NTERESTED PARTI ES.

14 I N RELATI ONSHI P TO CALMAX, WE ARE
15 CURRENTLY WORKI NG TO CONSOLI DATE THE EXTENSI VE
16 NOTES TAKEN FROM THI' S ROUND TABLE, AND WE' LL BE
17 USI NG THAT | NFORMATI ON DURI NG A REVI SI TI NG OF
THE

18 BOARD APPROVED CALMAX FI VE- YEAR EXPANS|I ON PLAN.
19 THAT PLAN |'S NOW NEARLY THREE YEARS OLD, AND IT
20 WAS DEVELOPED I N AN ERA PRI OR TO RECOGNI ZED

21 | NTERNET POTENTI AL OR REALI ZED BUDGET

CONSTRAI NTS

22 THEMSELVES.

23 VWH LE MANY OF THE STRATEG C



BASI CS

24 TO THE PLAN STILL HOLD TRUE, THE AVAI LABLE
MEANS
25 TO ACHI EVE | TS GOALS HAVE EVOLVED. AND WE ARE

16
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VWORKI NG TO | NCORPORATE THE | NFORMATI ON FROM THE
ROUND TABLE AS WELL AS OUR OANN EXPERI ENCE TO BE
ABLE TO PUT A NEW LI GHT ON THE EXPANSI ON PLAN AND
BE ABLE TO | NCORPORATE WHAT WE' VE LEARNED TO TAKE
THE NEXT STEPS.

AS FAR AS CALMAX AS WELL, I'D JUST
LI KE TO REPORT THAT WE HAVE EFFECTED A SMOOTH
TRANSI TI ON | N THE CONTRACT BETWEEN THE OLD
CONTRACTOR, THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT COWM SSI ON, AND
THE NEW CONTRACTOR, PHASE I11 ENVI RONMENTAL
MANAGEMENT, FOR THE PRODUCTI ON OF THE CALMAX
CATALCG.

THE SEPTEMBER- OCTOBER | SSUE OF THE
CALMAX CATALOG HAS BEEN PRI NTED AND MAI LED W TH
ONLY ONE M NOR DELAY | N THE BI MONTHLY PRI NTI NG
SCHEDULE. PHASE 11l |I'S NOW TAKI NG THE NEW
LI STINGS FOR THE NEXT CATALOG. I N ADDI TI ON, THE
FI RST ROUND OF COST CUTTI NG MEASURES HAS BEEN
| MPLEMENTED.

THE FONT SI ZE HAS BEEN REDUCED,
ALLOW NG THE USE OF THREE COLUMNS PER PAGE. WE
VERE PREVI QUSLY AT TWO COLUWNS PER PAGE. THEREBY
REDUCI NG THE NUMBER OF CATALOG PAGES FROM 72 TO

56. THAT'S A BI G ACCOMPLI SHMENT. WE HOPE TO
CONTI NUE MOVI NG FORWARD ALONG THOSE LI NES.
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"D LIKE TO JUST END ON A FI NAL NOTE
RELATED TO WHAT WE ARE DO NG | NTERNALLY HERE I N
THE ORGANI ZATI ON. WE HAVE RECENTLY | DENTI FI ED AND
TRAI NED WASTE REDUCTI ON PROS FOR ALL THE BOARD S
OFFI CES AND DI VI SIONS. THE PARTI Cl PANTS RECEI VED
A COVPREHENSI VE HALF- DAY TRAI NI NG ON WASTE
PREVENTI ON, REUSE, EMPLOYEE MOTI VATI ON, WORM BI NS,
AND RECYCLI NG THROUGHOUT THE BOARD S BUI LDI NGS
HERE AT 8800, 8810, AND 8950.

THE STAFF ARE NOW A LOCAL
| NFORMATI ON RESOURCE TO THEI R CO- WORKERS AS W\E
CONTI NUE OUR QUEST TO PRACTI CE WHAT WE PREACH.
AND WE' VE ALSO DEVELOPED, W TH THE ASSI STANCE OF
THE PUBLI C AFFAI RS OFFI CE, SOVE NEW POSTERS WH CH
VE W LL BE USING TO TARGET OUR EFFORTS | NTO THE
VARI OQUS AREAS OF THE BUI LDI NGS AND | DENTI FY THE
NEW WASTE REDUCTI ON PROS.

THAT CONCLUDES MY REPORT.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: THANKS.  ANY

QUESTI ONS?

YOU BROUGHT UP A NUMBER OF TOPI CS
THAT CAME UP I N A MEETI NG THAT | WAS | N YESTERDAY.
| HAD THE CHANCE TO GO DOWN, ALONG W TH A NUMBER

OF OTHER PEOPLE FROM OTHER CAL/ EPA AGENCI ES, AND
TALK TO THE ELECTRONI C | NDUSTRY ASSOCI ATI ON' S
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NATI ONAL CONFERENCE I N SAN DI EGO. AND THERE WAS A
GREAT DEAL OF I NTEREST IN A NUMBER OF THI NGS THAT
VE' RE DO NG.

THEY ARE VERY ACTI VELY | NTERESTED | N
CALMAX.  AND |'M GO NG TO PUT SOME OF YOUR STAFF
I N CONTACT WTH THEM TO TRY TO GET MORE
| NFORMATI ON ABOUT CALMAX I N THEI R NEWSLETTER AND
THE WORD OUT BECAUSE THERE | S REAL ACTI VE
| NTEREST.

I WAS ALSO VERY PLEASED TO BE ABLE
TO Gl VE THEM OUR HOME PAGE ADDRESS, WHI CH THEY - -
THE FIRST TIME I'VE EVER GIVEN I T OQUT I N A TALK
VHERE EVERYBODY | N THE AUDI ENCE WROTE | T DOWN.
THEY' RE THOSE KI ND OF PEOPLE. BUT THAT DEFI NI TELY
GAVE THE BOARD, | THINK, A HI GHER CREDI BI LI TY
LEVEL WTH THI S PARTI CULAR AUDI ENCE, THAT WE ARE
ON- LI NE AND ACCESSI BLE TO THE WORLD | N THAT
PARTI CULAR FORUM

THEY ALSO WERE VERY | NTERESTED I N
OUR ACHI EVEMENTS W TH OUR | N- HOUSE WASTE
PREVENTI ON PROQJECT AND WERE | NTERESTED | N MORE
| NFORMATI ON ABOUT WHAT WE' VE BEEN ABLE TO DO AND
FURTHER THEI R EFFORTS I N THEI R | NDI VI DUAL

COWANIES. SO THI S | S A PARTI CULAR | NDUSTRY
SEGVENT THAT HAS TAKEN, | THI NK, A GREATER
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| NTEREST | N WASTE PREVENTI ON | N GENERAL THAN MOST
OF THE PRI VATE SECTOR. SO I T WAS PRETTY EXCI Tl NG
AND NI CE TO SEE SO MUCH | NTEREST FROM PEOPLE WHO
REPRESENT, YOU KNOW LARGE, EXTENSI VE BUSI NESSES
I N TERMS OF ECONOM C ACTI VITY AND EMPLOYMENT AND
POTENTI AL WASTE GENERATED. SO THANKS FOR YOUR
REPORT.
VE WLL MOVE TO THE CONSENT AGENDA.
AND I'T IS AVAI LABLE I N THE BACK OF THE ROOM FOR
ANYBODY WHO IS CONCERNED ABOUT WHAT' S ON CONSENT.
|" LL READ THE LI ST HERE AND WELCOVE ANY REQUESTS
TO PULL AN | TEM | F ANYBODY WANTS TO DI SCUSS | T.
| TEMS 5 THROUGH 9 ARE ON CONSENT,
AND THE SI TI NG ELEMENT FOR | TEM 10. ARE THERE ANY
QUESTI ONS OR | TEMS THAT ANYBODY WANTS TO PULL?
I'F NOT, |'LL ENTERTAIN A MOTION TO
ADOPT THE CONSENT AGENDA AND PLACE IT ON THE
BOARD' S CONSENT AGENDA.
MEMBER GOTCH: SO MOVED.
MEMBER FRAZEE: FRAZEE SECOND.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: I T'S BEEN MOVED AND
SECONDED. CALL THE ROLL, PLEASE.
THE SECRETARY: BOARD MEMBERS FRAZEE.

MEMBER FRAZEE: AYE.
THE SECRETARY: GOTCH.
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MEMBER GOTCH:  AYE.

THE SECRETARY: CHAI RMAN CHESBRO.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: AYE. MOTI ON CARRI ES.
AND AS | SAID, THAT WLL BE PLACED ON THE BOARD S
CONSENT.

WE' VE HAD A REQUEST, | UNDERSTAND,
FOR I TEM 12 TO BE TAKEN OUT OF ORDER;, IS THAT
CORRECT? SO WE WLL MOVE TO ITEM 12, WHICH | S THE
CONSI DERATI ON OF APPROVAL TO PUBLI CLY NOTI CE
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE RI G D PLASTI C PACKAG NG
CONTAI NER REGULATI ONS RELATI NG TO CHANGES I N THE
LAW FROM ASSEMBLY BI LL 2508.

MS. TRGOVCICH: THIS ITEM WLL BE
PRESENTED BY JAN HOWARD. |'D JUST LIKE TO PO NT
QUT FOR THE COW TTEE THAT THE WAY THE PROCESS, IN
TERMS OF MOVI NG REGULATI ONS THROUGH THE PROCESS
VWORKS, JUST TO ALLEVI ATE ANY CONFUSI ON THAT MAY
EXI ST ON THE PART OF ANY | NTERESTED PARTIES, | S
THAT THIS I TEM IS FOR PURPOSES OF | NI TI ATI NG THE
PROCESS ONLY. WE ARE NOT SEEKI NG COW TTEE
APPROVAL OF THE REGULATI ONS PER SE, BUT COWM TTEE
APPROVAL TO GO OUT AND BEG N THE FORMAL PUBLI C
PROCESS.

JAN HOWARD W LL BE PRESENTI NG THI S
| TEM
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MS. HOMRD: GOOD MORNI NG, CHAI RMAN AND

COW TTEE MEMBERS. |'M JAN HOMARD W TH THE
SECONDARY MATERI ALS ASSI STANCE BRANCH OF THE WASTE
PREVENTI ON AND MARKET DEVELOPMENT DI VI SI ON.  AND
"M HERE TODAY TO ASK THAT YOU CONSI DER, AS CAREN
HAD | NDI CATED, STAFF' S RECOMVENDATI ON TO BEG N THE
RULEMAKI NG PROCESS TO | NCORPORATE THE PROVI SI ONS
OF ASSEMBLY BI LL 2508.

ASSEMBLY BI LL 2508 BECOVES EFFECTI VE
JANUARY 1997 AND AMENDS THE BOARD S RI G D PLASTIC
PACKAGI NG CONTAI NER PROGRAM BY ADDI NG AN ADDI -
TI ONAL COWVPLI ANCE OPTI ON FOR FLORAL PRESERVATI VE
CONTAI NERS WHI CH ARE SUBSEQUENTLY REUSED FOR AT
LEAST TWO YEARS BY THE FLORAL | NDUSTRY.

VWHI LE THE AMENDMENT ALLOWS THE
ADDI TI ONAL COWMPLI ANCE OPTION, I T DI D NOT PROVI DE
HOW PRODUCT MANUFACTURERS WOULD CERTI FY COVPLI ANCE
| F THEY CHOSE THI S OPTION. THEREFORE, |IT IS
NECESSARY FOR REGULATI ONS TO CLARI FY THE
ADDI TI ONAL COWVPLI ANCE CRI TERI A AND TO SPECI FY HOW
PRODUCT MANUFACTURERS W LL CERTI FY COWMPLI ANCE | F
THEY CHOOSE THI S OPTI ON.

VE ARE ASKI NG YOUR APPROVAL TO BEG N

THE FORMAL PUBLI C REVI EW AND COMMENT PROCESS.
ATTACHMVENT 1 PROVI DES THE LANGUAGE WE ARE
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RECOMVENDI NG BE RELEASED FOR NOTICE. | T ALLOWS
THE PRODUCT MANUFACTURERS TO SUBM T TO THE BOARD A
METHODOLOGY TO DETERM NE WHETHER THE TWO- YEAR
REUSE REQUI REMENT IS MET IN A TI ME FRAME FOR THE
METHODOLOGY TO BE SUBM TTED.
THE DRAFT LANGUAGE WAS -- WE HAVE
SUBM TTED THE DRAFT LANGUAGE TO THE CALI FORNI A
FLORAL ASSOCI ATI ON AND THE FI VE PRODUCT
MANUFACTURERS THAT ARE AFFECTED BY THI S NEW
COWPLI ANCE OPTI ON. AND WE W LL CONTI NUE THROUGH
THE RULEMAKI NG PROCESS TO STAY | N CONTACT W TH ALL
OF THE SI X, THE FLORAL ASSOCI ATI ON AND THE FI VE
PRODUCT MANUFACTURERS.
THI'S CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATI ON.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  ANY QUESTI ONS?

MEMBER FRAZEE: | NEED TO UNDERSTAND FOR
A MOMENT THE DI FFERENCE | N THESE REGULATI ONS AND
VWHAT WE NORMALLY DO ON REGULATI ONS ASSOCI ATED - -
FOR EXAMPLE, ONE WERE DEALI NG W TH RI GHT NOW THE
ASH | SSUE. ARE THERE TWO DI FFERENT PROCEDURES?

MS. TRGOVCICH:  THI'S WOULD BE THE SAME
PROCEDURE. @ WE HAVE | NFORMALLY SOLI ClI TED | NPUT ON
THE DRAFT REGULATI ONS. THE | TEM BEFORE YOU TODAY

IS TO APPROVE -- TO PROVI DE THE STAFF W TH
APPROVAL TO GO TO THE FORMAL NOTI CE PROCESS, WHI CH
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WOULD | NI TI ATE THE 45- DAY PUBLI C COMVENT PERI OD.
SO WE' RE | N AN EARLI ER STAGE.

MEMBER FRAZEE: SO | T'S THE SAME TRACKI NG
THAT WOULD BE - -

MS. TRGOVCI CH:  CORRECT.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: |'M GO NG TO ASK A
SIM LAR QUESTION IN A SLI GHTLY DI FFERENT
DI RECTI ON. AND THAT IS WHY WE DON T, RATHER THAN
HAVI NG TWO SEPARATE TRACKS FOR THE REVI SI ON OF THE
RPPC REGS, WHY WE DON' T COMBI NE THE REGULATI ON' S
CHANGES REQUI RED BY ASSEMBLY BI LL 2508 W TH THI S,
THE TWO DI FFERENT REFORMS | NTO ONE PACKAGE, JUST
TO SI MPLI FY AND MAKE CLEAR SO PEOPLE AREN T
HEARI NG ABOUT TWO DI FFERENT REG PACKAGES?

MEMBER FRAZEE: THI S IS 2508.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: |' M SORRY. THE SENATE
BILL. THAT'S WHAT | MEANT.

MR. BLOCK: WELL, BASICALLY THE CHANGES
REQUI RED BY -- AND |'M GO NG TO M X UP THE BI LLS
AS VWELL -- BUT THE ONE THAT'S NOT | N THE PACKET
BEFORE YQOU, BASI CALLY THE CHANGE HAS BEEN MADE BY
STATUTE, AND THE CHANGE | N OUR REGULATION | S
SIMPLY TO COVPLY W TH THE CHANGE ALREADY MADE.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | SN' T THAT TRUE

TOO?
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MR. BLOCK: HERE, AS | THI NK WAS
EXPLAI NED, A LITTLE BIT OF ADDI TION I N TERMS OF
HOW WE' RE GO NG TO REQUI RE THE COWPLI ANCE TO BE
DONE. | N OTHER WORDS, THE EXCEPTI ON WAS ADDED | N
THE STATUTE, BUT DIDN T SPECI FY HOW I T WAS DONE.
VWHEREAS, THE OTHER REQUI REMENT 1S SI MPLY CHANG NG
THE LANGUAGE FROM UNTI L A CERTAI N DATE AND NOW
I T"S AN EXEMPTI ON FOR -- W THOUT A DEADLINE ON IT.
I N OTHER WORDS, THE CHANGES THAT ARE MADE, THERE' S
NO DI SCRETI ONARY ASPECT TO IT LEFT. AND SO WE
TYPI CALLY DO THE SECTI ON 100 CHANGES LI KE THAT
DI RECTLY W TH OFFI CE OF ADM NI STRATI VE LAW

CHAl RMAN CHESBRO  WELL, IT JUST SEEMS TO
ME THAT FROM A STANDPOI NT OF THOSE WHO ARE ON THE
MAI LI NG LI ST AND KEEP TRACK OF WHAT WE' RE DO NG | N
THE REGULATORY PROCESS, THAT |IT WOULD SI MPLER AND
CLEARER | F WVE HAD COVBI NED THEM | NTO ONE. AND
JUST ADM TTEDLY, THE PUBLI C PROCESS WOULDN T - -
SHOULDN T RESULT I N ANYTHI NG OR COULDN T RESULT I N
ANY CONFLI CT W TH THE STATUTORY REQUI REMENTS. SO
| CAN'T | MAG NE THAT I'T WOULD RESULT I N ANY CHANGE
TO THAT -- TO WHAT' S BEI NG PROPCSED FOR THE SENATE
Bl LL CHANGES.

MR. BLOCK: AND THAT'S THE REASON
TYPI CALLY WE WOULDN' T | NCLUDE THAT I N THE REGULAR
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PACKET | S BECAUSE | T WOULD Gl VE THE | MPLI CATI ON
THAT PEOPLE COULD COMMENT ON THAT AND AFFECT WHAT
THAT LANGUAGE SAYS; BUT, IN FACT, I TS STILL
SI MPLY JUST TRACKI NG WHAT A STATUTE -- THE CHANGE
THAT' S ALREADY BEEN MADE. THAT'S WHY I T'S NOT
PART OF THE -- THE LANGUAGE THAT'S GO NG TO GO I N
FOR THI' S 45- DAY COMMENT PERI OD W LL ALLOW FOR
PUBLI C COMVENT AND CHANGES THERETO DEPENDI NG ON
VWHAT THOSE ARE.

MS. TRGOVCI CH: JUST MAYBE TO FOLLOW ON
VWHAT ELLI OT SAID, THERE I'S NOTHI NG | NCLUDED I N THE
DRAFT REGULATI ONS BEFORE YOU THAT WOULDN T BE OPEN
TO REVI SION.  BY GO NG OQUT TO PUBLI C COMVENT, WHAT
VE WOULD BE SAYING I S WE WELCOME YOUR COMMENTS,
AND THESE AREAS ARE OPEN FOR REVI SI ON. AND THE
COW TTEE AND BOARD HAS THE DI SCRETI ON TO ACT ON
ANY COMMENTS THAT ARE RECEI VED. THE SECTI ON 100
CHANGES DON' T FOLLOW THAT.

CHAl RMVAN CHESBRO: | GUESS MY CONCERN | S
THAT, EVEN THOUGH OBVI OQUSLY THERE'S SOVE THI NGS
THAT WE NEED TO DO, ABSOLUTELY MJST DO, RELATI VE
TO THE DI RECTI ON OF THE LEG SLATI ON, THE
| MPLI CATI ON TO PUBLI C PROCESS -- | MEAN THERE' S

NO -- WE HAVEN T HEARD FROM ANYBODY ABOUT WHETHER
OR NOT THEY HAVE ANY ALTERNATE OPI NI ONS ABOUT WHAT
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OUGHT TO BE DONE. SO THERE'S NO PROCESS FOR THAT
| F WE GO THROUGH A SECTI ON 100.

MS. TRGOVCICH: |I'LL DEFER TO ELLI OT AND
DEBBI E | N A MOMVENT, BUT | BELI EVE THAT THE CHANGES
THAT YOU ARE REFERRI NG TO ARE SPECI FI ED CURRENTLY
I N STATUTE, SO IT WOULDN' T BE OUR DI SCRETI ON - -
MAYBE | WOULD DEFER TO COUNSEL ON THAT -- TO MAKE
THOSE CHANGES.

MR. BLOCK: | N OTHER WORDS, |F, I N FACT,
THERE' S SOMETHI NG | N THE ASPECT OF THE SECTI ON 100
CHANGE WE WANTED TO MAKE, THAT, I N FACT, WAS
DI SCRETI ONARY, AS OPPOSED TO SI MPLY M RRORI NG THE
STATUTE, WE COULDN T GET | T APPROVED BY QAL. THEY
WOULD SAY, NO, YOU HAVE WRITTEN THI S SOVEHOW
DI FFERENTLY THAN WHAT STATUTE |'S REQUI RI NG, AND
YOU NEED TO SEND I T THROUGH THE PUBLI C COMMENT
PERI OD.

CHAI RMVAN CHESBRO: |' M JUST CONCERNED
ABOUT PUBLI C PARTI Cl PATI ON. THAT'S THE ONLY
| SSUE. |S THERE A PO NT AT WHI CH PEOPLE CAN
COMMENT VWHETHER OR NOT THEY AGREE THAT THAT' S ALL
THAT' S REQUI RED, OR ARE WE DO NG | T JUST THE WAY
THAT LEG SLATI ON SPECI FI ES | T?

MR. BLOCK: THE SECTI ON 100 PROCESS,
THERE' S NO FORMALI ZED PUBLI C COMMVENT. AND THE
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REASON | S BECAUSE BY I TS VERY NATURE, IF IT'S A
SECTI ON 100 CHANGE, THERE |I'S NO DI SCRETI ONARY
ASPECT TO IT. I N OTHER WORDS, AS WE STAND HERE
TODAY, I N A SENSE, WE ALMOST DON' T HAVE TO CHANGE
THE REGULATI ONS BECAUSE THE STATUTE SUPERSEDES THE
REGULATI ONS. THE CHANGE HAS BASI CALLY ALREADY
BEEN MADE, AND WE ARE SI MPLY CONFORM NG OUR
REGULATI ONS TO RECOGNI ZE THAT TO ELI M NATE
CONFUSI ON.  SO. ..

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. WVELL, | ALWAYS
HAVE A H GHER COMFORT LEVEL WTH A MORE OPEN
PROCESS. THAT'S THE ONLY CONCERN. | RECOGNI ZE
VWHAT YOU ARE SAYI NG. ANY OTHER COMMENTS FROM - -

MEMBER FRAZEE: | THI NK THE LEG SLATI VE
PROCESS, WE LI KE TO THI NK, IS AN OPEN PROCESS
ALSO, WHERE POLI CY COWM TTEES AND FI SCAL
COW TTEES MEET AND | T'S HEARD SEVERAL TIMES. SO
| THINK I T'S FI NAL.

AS | UNDERSTAND THI' S, HAD THE

LEG SLATURE | N ENACTI NG SB 1550 SAI D, I N EFFECT,
WASTE BOARD SHALL | MPLEMENT THI S AND LEAVE SOME
DI SCRETION TO US, WE WOULDN T. | T WOULD BE
NECESSARY TO ADOPT REGULATI ONS AND GO THROUGH THE

PROCESS. BUT WHAT THEY DI D WAS FINAL. WE CAN' T
MAKE ANY CHANGES TO I T.
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MR. BLOCK: THAT'S CORRECT.

MEMBER FRAZEE: SO THERE'S NO NEED TO DO
ANYTHI NG FURTHER ON I T.

CHAl RVAN CHESBRO: WHAT' S THE PLEASURE OF
THE COW TTEE? STAFF RECOMMENDATION IS TO GO OUT
TO COMMVENT ON THE REGS.

MEMBER FRAZEE: MOVE STAFF
RECOMVENDATI ON.

MEMBER GOTCH: |'LL SECOND.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: I T'S BEEN MOVED AND
SECONDED. WE' LL SUBSTI TUTE THE PRI OR ROLL CALL.
MOTI ON CARRI ES THREE ZERO, AND I T DOES NOT NEED TO
GO TO THE BOARD S AGENDA, SIMPLY TO PUBLI SH THE
NOTI CE OF THE REGS.

OKAY. LET'S SEE. WE' RE BACK TO
| TEM 4, WHICH | S THE STAFF RECOMVENDATI ON ON THE
ADEQUACY OF THE SI TI NG ELEMENT AND SUMVARY PLAN
FOR ALAMEDA COUNTY.

MS. FRI EDMAN: DI ANE RANGE AND M CHELLE
LAVRENCE W LL BE MAKI NG THI S PRESENTATI ON FOR
STAFF.

MS. RANGE: GOOD MORNI NG, CHAI RVAN
CHESBRO AND COWM TTEE MEMBERS. AGENDA | TEM

THE ALAMEDA COUNTY SI TI NG ELEMENT AND SUMMARY



PLAN
25 CONSI DERATI ON FOR YOU TODAY. STAFF ARE
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1 RECOMVENDI NG THAT THE COVM TTEE CONDI Tl ONALLY
2 APPROVE BOTH OF THESE DOCUMENTS. AND M CHELLE
3 LAVRENCE | S HERE FROM THE OFFI CE OF LOCAL
4 ASSI STANCE TO EXPLAI N THE REASON FOR THE STAFF
5 RECOMVENDATI ON.
6 MS. LAWRENCE: GOOD MORNI NG, BOARD
7 MEMBERS AND CHAI RMAN CHESBRO. FOR THE RECORD, |
8 AM M CHELLE LAVWRENCE W TH THE OFFI CE OF LOCAL
9 ASSI STANCE, BAY AREA.
10 "M BEFORE YOU TODAY W TH THE
11 ALAMEDA COUNTY | NTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
12 AUTHORI TY' S COUNTYW DE ELEMENT, AND AS THEY REFER
13 TO I'T AND CALLED I'T. AND THEY | NTENDED FOR THI S
14 DOCUMENT TO SUFFI CE AS THE COUNTYW DE SI TI NG
15 ELEMENT AND SUMVARY PLAN.
16 AND WHI LE ALL THE REGULATORY AND
17 STATUTORY REQUI REMENTS FOR THOSE TWO DOCUMENTS
ARE
18 CONTAI NED W THI N THI S COVBI NED COUNTYW DE
ELEMENT,
19 THERE WAS QUI TE A BIT OF CONFUSI ON ABOUT DI SPOSAL
20 CAPACI TY DUE TO SOVE EDI TI NG ERRORS ON THE
21 AUTHORI TY' S PART. APPARENTLY VWHEN THEY BEGAN
22 DRAFTI NG THI S DOCUMENT, THERE WAS NOT SUFFI CI ENT

23 LANDFI LL CAPACI TY WTH N THE COUNTY. AND SOVE OF



24 THOSE STATEMENTS REMAI NED IN THI' S FI NAL DOCUMENT
25 THAT THEY SUBM TTED FOR OUR REVI EW

30



Please note: These transcripts are not individually reviewed and approved for

accuracy.

1 AT THE TI ME BETWEEN EI GHT AND 15

2 YEARS, THEY KNEW BUT DUE TO SUBTI TLE D RETROS AT
3 ALTAMONT, THEY GOT QUI TE A BI T MORE CAPACI TY

4 DURI NG THI S PROCESS, SO THERE WAS SQOVE CONFUSI ON.
5 THEY CLARI FI ED THAT FOR US IN A

6 STATEMENT AND FAX' D THAT OUT TO ALL THE MEMBER

7 CITIES OF THE AUTHORI TY, SIM LAR TO WHAT WE ASKED
8 SAN BERNARDI NO COUNTY TO DO LAST MONTH. THAT

9 COUNTY WAS BEFORE YOU WTH A SIM LAR SI TUATI ON
10 THEY' VE DONE THAT. THEY' VE ALSO -- SO WE COULD
11 GET THEM FROM DI SAPPROVAL ON THE SI TI NG ELEMENT TO
12 CONDI TI ONAL APPROVAL TODAY, AND THEY HAVE AGREED
13 TO WORK WTH US TO CLARI FY SOME OTHER THI NGS | N
14 THE DOCUMENT AND TO, | N FACT, MOVE A STATEMENT UP
15 FROM CHAPTER 2 TO THE TI TLE PAGE THAT SAYS THEY
16 | NTEND FOR THI S DOCUMENT TO BE THE COUNTYW DE

17 SUMVARY PLAN AND SI TI NG ELEMENT AND TO REDO THE
18 TABLE OF CONTENTS TO MORE CLEARLY DELI NEATE WHERE
19 YOU CAN FI ND CRUCI AL SI TI NG CRI TERI A AND DI SPOSAL
20 CAPACI TY W THI N THE DOCUMENT. AND THEY W LL DO
21 THAT BEFORE THE FI RST ANNUAL REPORT.
22 VWE ARE ALSO RECOMMENDI NG
CONDI TI ONAL
23 APPROVAL TODAY ON THE SUMMARY PLAN SI MPLY

BECAUSE



24 TWO CI TI ES' DOCUMENTS W THI N THAT COUNTY ARE

NOT
25 FI NALLY ACTED UPON BY THI S BOARD. THE CITY OF
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1 UNION CI TY HAS DOCUMENTS, THEI R FI NAL DOCUMENTS
2 | N- HOUSE; HOWEVER, | BELI EVE FROM MY CO- WORKER
3 JENNI FER KI GER, ONE OF THOSE DOCUMENTS WAS NOT,
I N

4 FACT, LOCALLY ADOPTED, AND THEY' LL HAVE TO GO
BACK

5 THROUGH THE PROCESS, AND SOVE OF THE REQUI RED
6 DOCUMENTATI ON |'S NOT HERE YET.

7 AND THE CI TY OF FREMONT, THEIR
NDFE

8 VE HAVE NOT ACTED UPON. SO FOR THOSE REASONS,
V\E

9 ARE RECOMMENDI NG CONDI TI ONAL APPROVAL OF THE
10 SUMVARY PLAN. THAT'S IT.

11 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | S THERE ANYONE

12 HERE -- | DON' T HAVE A FORM -- BUT | S THERE
ANYONE

13 HERE REPRESENTI NG ALAMEDA COUNTY OR THE WASTE
14 MANAGEMENT AUTHORI TY? APPARENTLY NOT.

15 APPRECI ATE STAFF, AS IN THE PAST,
16 VWORKI NG CLOSELY WTH THE ENTITY TO ARRI VE AT A
17 PROCESS THAT'S MUTUALLY AGREEABLE. THAT SEEMS
TO

18 BE THE CASE HERE BASED UPON WHAT YOU VE SAIl D.

ARE



19 THERE QUESTI ONS?

20 MEMBER FRAZEE: YES, | DO. IS IT
GENERAL

21 PRACTI CE THAT A CONDI TI ONAL APPROVAL COWMPLI ANCE
IS

22 UNTI L THE NEXT ANNUAL REPORT? THEY HAVE THAT
MJUCH

23 TI ME?

24 MS. LAWRENCE: THAT HAS BEEN OUR
PRACTI CE

25 I N MOST CASES IS TO GI VE THEM UNTI L THElI R FI RST
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THAT

HAS

GOl NG

10
11
12
BE
13
14
15
16
17
TO
18
19
20

ANNUAL REPORT. [IN THI S CASE THAT WOULD BE NEXT
AUGUST. THEY ACTUALLY ONLY HAVE TEN MONTHS. WE
BELI EVE THAT THE CHANGES I N THE SUMVARY PLAN AND
SI TI NG ELEMENT W LL BE SI GNI FI CANT BASED ON OUR
CONVERSATI ONS W TH THE LOCAL AUTHORI TY. AND

THE CI TIES THAT | MENTI ONED, THEI R LOCAL
DOCUMENTS, THERE' S SOME TI ME -- SOVE CEQA THAT

TO BE COWPLI ED W TH THAT WE BELI EVE THEY' RE

TO NEED THAT MUCH TI ME.

MEMBER FRAZEE: | S THEI R ALTAMONT
EXPANSI ON APPROVAL AT A PO NT WHERE THAT CAN BE
CONSI DERED, OR DO YOU EXPECT THAT IT'S GO NG TO

BY TI ME OF THE UPDATE?

MS. LAVWRENCE: I T'S ONLY IN THE
DI SCUSSI ON PHASE, AS YOU ARE AWARE. AND IT'S
TOUCHED ON BRI EFLY W THI N THI S DOCUMENT AND I N A
VERY VAGUE WAY. WHAT THE AUTHORI TY HAS CHOSEN

DO I NSTEAD IS TO TENTATI VELY RESERVE LAND THAT
THEY PURCHASED A FEW YEARS AGO. AND WHATEVER | S
GO NG TO BE WORKED OUT, THEY HOPE TO HAVE



21 CLARI FI ED BY THE TI ME THEY GET THOSE DOCUMENTS

22 BACK TO US.

23 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. THE STAFF

24 RECOMVENDATI ON |'S TO CONDI TI ONALLY APPROVE BOTH
25 THE SI TI NG ELEMENT AND THE SUMMARY PLAN FOR
COUNTY
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THOSE

OF ALAMEDA AND FORWARD I T TO THE BOARD S CONSENT
CALENDAR. |'LL ENTERTAIN A MOTI ON - -

MEMBER FRAZEE: SO MOVED.

MEMBER GOTCH:  SECONDED.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | T'S BEEN MOVED AND
SECONDED. WE' LL SUBSTI TUTE THE PRI OR ROLL CALL.
MOTI ON CARRI ES THREE TO ZERO. THANKS VERY MJCH.

NEXT IS | TEM 10, WHICH I S
CONSI DERATI ON OF STAFF RECOMVENDATI ON ON THE
ADEQUACY OF THE SUMMARY PLAN FOR SOLANO COUNTY.

MS. FRI EDMAN: DI ANE RANGE W LL BE MAKI NG
THI S PRESENTATI ON FOR STAFF.

MS5. RANGE: GOOD MORNI NG AGAIN.  STAFF IS
RECOMVENDI NG THAT THE COVM TTEE CONDI Tl ONALLY
APPROVE THE COUNTYW DE SI TI NG PLAN -- SUWARY PLAN
FOR SOLANO COUNTY. AFTER REVI EW OF THE SUMVARY
PLAN, STAFF HAVE FOUND THAT THE SUMVARY PLAN FOR
THE COUNTY HAS MET ALL THE REGULATORY AND
STATUTORY REQUI REMENTS. HOWEVER, STAFF IS
RECOMVENDI NG A CONDI TI ONAL APPROVAL | N THE CASE
THAT WE HAVE NOT ALL OF THE JURI SDI CTI ON' S SOURCE
REDUCTI ON/ RECYCLI NG ELEMENTS, HHWE' S, AND
NONDI SPOSAL FACI LI TY ELEMENTS. AND SPECI FI CALLY

VE HAVE NOT RECEI VED OR ACTED UPON -- THE BOARD
HAS NOT RECEI VED OR ACTED UPON THE -- ANY OF
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CALL.

DOCUMENTS FOR THE CI TY OF RI O VI STA.
AND PREVI QUS COWMM TTEE ACTI ONS AND
BOARD ACTI ONS HAVE CONSI DERED SI M LAR | NSTANCES
VHERE WE HAVE ONLY RECOMMENDED CONDI TI ONAL
APPROVAL BASED ON THE FACT THAT WE HAVE NOT
RECEI VED AND ACTED UPON ALL OF THOSE DOCUMENTS.
SO THAT IS THE REASON WHY TODAY
WE' RE ASKI NG THAT THE COWMM TTEE CONSI DER A
CONDI TI ONAL APPROVAL. AND STAFF |I'S CURRENTLY
VWORKI NG WTH THE CITY OF RI O VI STA TO ENSURE THAT
THERE | S PROGRESS BEI NG MADE I N THI S EFFORT.
ANY QUESTI ONS?
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  ANY QUESTI ONS? THE
SI TI NG ELEMENT |'S ALREADY ON THE BOARD' S CONSENT
AGENDA.  WE' VE RECOMMENDED APPROVAL FOR THAT
EARLI ER. SO THE MOTI ON WOULD BE TO ACCEPT STAFF
RECOMVENDATI ONS AND CONDI TI ONALLY APPROVE THE
SUMWWARY PLAN FOR THE COUNTY OF SOLANO AND PLACE
THAT RECOMVENDATI ON ON THE BOARD S CONSENT
CALENDAR.
MEMBER GOTCH: SO MOVED.
MEMBER FRAZEE:  SECOND.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: I T'S BEEN MOVED AND
SECONDED. WE W LL SUBSTI TUTE THE PRI OR ROLL



25 MOTI ON CARRI ES THREE TO ZERO. THAT W LL BE ON
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CONSENT. THANK YOU.
THE NEXT ITEMIS ITEM 11, WHICH IS

CONSI DERATI ON OF ADOPTI ON OF THE NEGATI VE
DECLARATI ON AND THE PROPOSED REGULATI ONS FOR
CONSOLI DATI ON OF THE ANNUAL REPORT REQUI REMENTS.

MS. FRI EDVMAN.  CATHERI NE CARDOZO OF THE
WASTE CHARACTERI ZATI ON AND ANALYSI S BRANCH W LL BE
MAKI NG THE PRESENTATI ON FOR STAFF. |'D LIKE TO
REM ND THE COWMM TTEE THAT THI S IS ACTI NG UPCN - -
VE HAD ALREADY ADCOPTED EMERGENCY REGULATI ONS, SO
THI S | S FI NAL REGULATI ONS. AND W TH THAT I'LL
TURN | T OVER TO CATHERI NE.

MS. CARDOZO  THANK YOU, JUDY. MORNI NG,
CHAI RMVAN CHESBRO AND COWM TTEE MEMBERS. TODAY |'M
PRESENTI NG THE FI NAL PACKAGE OF THE REVI SED ANNUAL
REPORT REGULATI ONS. THESE PROPOSED REGULATI ONS
ARE NEARLY | DENTI CAL TO THE EMERGENCY REGULATI ONS
FOR ANNUAL REPORTS THE BOARD APPROVED LAST MAY.
| F ADOPTED BY THE BOARD THI S MONTH AND APPROVED BY
THE OFFI CE OF ADM NI STRATI VE LAW THESE WOULD
BECOME PERMANENT GUI DELI NES TO JURI SDI CTI ONS ON
VHAT TO I NCLUDE | N THEI R ANNUAL REPORT TO SHOW THE
PROGRESS THEY' VE MADE TOWARD ACHI EVI NG THEI R

DI SPOSAL REDUCTI ON GOALS AND PROGRESS TOWARD
| MPLEMENTI NG THEI R PLANNI NG DOCUMENTS.
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THE PROPOSED REGULATI ONS PLACE ALL
REPORTI NG REQUI REMENTS | NTO ONE ARTI CLE AND
REQUI RE A CONSOLI DATED ANNUAL REPORT FROM EACH
JURI SDI CTI ON. THE REPORTS W LL BE DUE BY AUGUST 1
OF THE YEAR FOLLOW NG BOARD APPROVAL OF A PLANNI NG
DOCUMENT AND EVERY YEAR THEREAFTER

THE REGULATI ONS ARE ORGANI ZED SO
THAT A PERSON PREPARI NG AN ANNUAL REPORT MAY GO
STEP BY STEP THROUGH THE REQUI REMENTS | NSTEAD OF
HAVI NG TO LOOK THROUGH FI VE DI FFERENT ARTI CLES FOR
DI RECTI ONS.

THE REGULATI ONS ARE VERY SIM LAR TO
THE MODEL ANNUAL REPORT THAT WAS SENT TO ALL
JURI SDI CTIONS I N MARCH. THE MODEL WAS USED BY THE
MAJORI TY OF THE 309 JURI SDI CTI ONS THAT HAVE
SUBM TTED THEI R FI RST ANNUAL REPORTS TO DATE.

THE REGULATI ONS WERE SENT TO ALL THE
JURI SDI CTI ONS, LGTAC, LEAGUE OF CI TIES, AND CSAC,
FOR A 45- DAY PUBLI C COMMENT PERI OD STARTI NG JULY
19TH AND ENDI NG SEPTEMBER 3D. TWO COMVENTS WERE
RECEI VED. ONE COMMENDED THE BOARD ON THE REGS AND
ANOTHER RECOMMENDED THE REGULATI ONS BE STREAM.I NED
EVEN FURTHER BY ALLOW NG A JURI SDI CTI ON THAT SHOWS

THEY' RE MEETI NG THE GOALS AND NOT DI SCUSS PROGRAM
| MPLEMENTATI ON.  SUCH A REVI SI ON WOULD REQUI RE
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BOARD.

STATUTORY CHANGE, SO NO CHANGE WAS MADE TO THE
REGULATI ONS.

A PUBLI C HEARI NG WAS HELD SEPTEMBER
4TH.  ONE COMMENT WAS RECEI VED. THE COMVENT WAS A
RECOMVENDATI ON TO ADD TO THE REGULATI ONS AN
ALTERNATE ADJUSTMENT METHOD THAT WOULD HAVE ONLY
POPULATI ON AS A FACTOR AFFECTI NG WASTE GENERATI ON.
THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD APPROVED BY THE BOARD THAT
CONSI DERS BOTH POPULATI ON AND ECONOM C FACTORS WAS
SHOWN DURI NG THE METHOD' S DEVELOPMENT TO MORE
ACCURATELY ESTI MATE CHANGE | N WASTE GENERATI ON
OVER TI ME THAN JUST POPULATI ON ALONE. HOWEVER,
ACKNOWLEDG NG THAT THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD MAY NOT
ALVWAYS WORK FOR ALL JURI SDI CTI ONS, FLEXI BI LI TY WAS
BU LT | NTO THE REGULATI ONS TO TAKE | NTO ACCOUNT
ANY EXCEPTI ONS.

SPECI FI CALLY JURI SDI CTI ONS MAY
PROVI DE DATA | N THEI R ANNUAL REPORT THAT EXPLAI NS
VHY THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD DOES NOT WORK I N THEI R
CASE AND VWHAT WOULD WORK | NSTEAD. THE BOARD WOULD
CONSI DER THI' S | NFORMATI ON VWHEN DETERM NI NG THE
JURI SDI CTI ON' S COWVPLI ANCE W TH THE GOALS.
THEREFORE, STAFF BELI EVE NO REVI SI ON | S NEEDED AS

THE REGULATI ONS ALREADY ALLOW A JURI SDI CTI ON TO
USE ALTERNATE FACTORS WHEN APPROVED BY THE
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ONE CHANGE THAT WAS MADE TO THE
REGULATI ONS AFTER THE 45- DAY COMVENT PERI OD WAS
RELATED TO UPDATE REMAI NI NG CAPACI TY | NFORMATI ON
FOR COUNTY SI TI NG ELEMENTS. THE REVI SED
REGULATI ONS WERE SENT OUT FOR A 15- DAY COMMENT
PERI OD THAT ENDED OCTOBER 11TH.
THE ONE COMMENT THAT WAS RECEI VED
WAS THE SAME COMVENT ABOUT THE ADJUSTMENT METHCD
DI SCUSSED ABOVE, WHI CH WAS QUTSI DE THE SCOPE OF
THE 15- DAY NOTI CE. A NEGATI VE DECLARATI ON WAS
ALSO PREPARED FOR THI S SET OF REGULATI ONS, FI NDI NG
THAT NO SI GNI FI CANT ENVI RONMENTAL | MPACTS WOULD
RESULT FROM THESE REGS.
UPON COW TTEE DI RECTI ON, STAFF W LL
PRESENT THE NEGATI VE DECLARATI ON AND REGULATI ONS
TO THE BOARD AT THEI R OCTOBER 23D MEETI NG FOR
APPROVAL. AND UNLESS YOU HAVE ANY QUESTI ONS, THI S
CONCLUDES MY PRESENTATI ON.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  OKAY. ANY QUESTI ONS?
MEMBER GOTCH: NO QUESTI ONS.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: WE HAVE A REQUEST TO
ADDRESS THE BOARD -- COW TTEE -- EXCUSE ME - -
FROM BI LL WORRELL REPRESENTI NG SAN LU S OBl SPO

COUNTY WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORI TY.
MR, WORRELL: GOOD MORNING. DCES THI S
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THI NG WORK TODAY?
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | T SHOULD. |"M NOT

FAM LI AR WTH THE TECHNOLOGY. | S THERE ANYBODY
HERE THAT COULD ASSI ST?

| TURNED ONE OF THESE BI G SCREENS
AROUND SO WE WOULDN T HAVE TO LOOK AT THESE LI TTLE
| TTY-BI TTY SCREENS UP HERE ANYMORE. | HOPE IT
WORKS. THIS IS A TEST HERE. MEANS LESS
VISIBILITY FROM OUT THERE. |'LL BE | NTERESTED TO
KNOW  CAN YOU SEE THE SCREEN ACROSS THERE OKAY
FROM THERE? WELL, THAT'S GOCD. | LIKE LOOKI NG AT
THAT A LOT BETTER

MR, WORRELL: GOOD MORNI NG. MY NAME | S

BILL WORRELL. |'M THE MANAGER OF THE SAN LUl S
OBl SPO COUNTY | NTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
AUTHORI TY. ACTUALLY BEFORE | BEG N THI S
TESTI MONY, | WOULD LI KE TO THANK THE BOARD FOR
COSPONSORI NG W TH US OUR UTI LI ZATI ON OF GREEN
WASTE COMPOSTI NG SEM NAR LAST MONTH.

PAUL RELIS, ACTUALLY ON H S WAY BACK
FROM SALI NAS, STOPPED FOR THE LAST HALF HOUR AND
WAS VERY WELL RECEI VED. AND | APPRECI ATE YOUR
EFFORT | N DO NG THAT.

VHY |'M UP HERE TODAY | S BASI CALLY
THE SAME REASON WE WERE AT THE WORKSHOP | N
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BERKELEY I N JULY 1995 AND AT THE PUBLI C HEARI NG
LAST MONTH. WE BELI EVE THAT THE REGULATI ONS NEED
TO BE CHANGED TO ALLOW ADDED FLEXI BI LI TY FOR LOCAL
GOVERNMENT.

AND WHAT WE' RE SPECI FI CALLY TALKI NG
ABOUT | S THE SECTI ON 18794.1, AND THAT'S THE GOAL
ACHI EVEMENT CALCULATI ON. AND THOSE REGULATI ONS
ARE BEFORE YOU TODAY; AND AS PREVI QUSLY STATED, WE
WOULD LI KE TO SEE THEM MODI FI ED.

THESE REGULATI ONS CAME ABOUT BECAUSE
OF THE PLANNI NG PROCESS REQUI REMENTS | NI TI ATED
W TH CHAPTER 6 I N STATE STATUTE. AND | T BASI CALLY
REQUI RES THAT THE BOARD COME UP W TH AN ADJUSTMENT
METHOD BASED ON EI THER ANNUAL | NCREASES OR
DECREASES | N POPULATI ON AND OTHER FACTORS
AFFECTI NG THE WASTE STREAM

AND YOU HAD TO GO THROUGH THE
PROCESS OF DETERM NI NG WHAT THOSE EXACTLY WOULD BE
AND YOU DI D THAT THROUGH YOUR CONTRACT W TH
EUGENE.

NOW THE FACTOR THAT YOU GUYS CAME
UP WTH IS A FAIRLY CONVOLUTED FACTOR, AS FAR AS
VE CAN TELL, ONLY USED IN THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A.

AND I T ATTEMPTS TO TAKE | NTO ACCOUNT SALES TAX,
CPI, EMPLOYMENT I N THE COMMERCI AL WASTESTREAM  AS
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1 YOU RECALL, HOW THI S FACTOR WORKS | S YOU TAKE THE
2 1990 APPROVED BASE YEAR WASTE GENERATI ON, MJLTI PLY
3 | T BY THIS FACTOR, THEN YOU SAY, OKAY, | T 'S NOW
4 1995. NOTHI NG HAS CHANGED. THE WASTE FROM 1990
5 W LL NOW BE GENERATED AT THI S LEVEL IN 1995. SO
6 THAT BASI CALLY IS YOUR BASE YEAR NUMBER ADJUSTED
7 TO BE 1995.

8 NOW YOU DO THE SAME THI NG ON THE
9 COMMERCI AL SI DE, WHI CH TAKES HALF -- ON THE

10 RESI DENTI AL SI DE, | T TAKES HALF THE WASTE

11 ADJUSTMENT FACTOR FROM THE COMMERCI AL SI DE AND
12 USES IT ON THE RESI DENTI AL SI DE.

13 SO THAT' S THE STATE' S ADOPTED

14 METHOD. AND AS | STATED, YOU RE LOOKI NG AT THE
15 FOUR FACTORS THAT BECOVE | MPORTANT | N THE

16 ADJUSTMENT METHOD: THE CONSUMER PRI CE | NDEX,

17 SALES TAX REVENUE, EMPLOYMENT, AND POPULATI ON.

18 AND OUR CONCERN, AS EXPRESSED A YEAR AGO, |S THAT
19 SOVE OF THESE FACTORS MAY OR MAY NOT AFFECT WASTE
20 GENERATI ON.
21 THE COST OF HEATI NG O L FOR HOVES
22 REALLY DOESN T SEEM TO HAVE TOO MJCH OF AN | MPACT
23 ON THE AMOUNT OF WASTE THAT PEOPLE ARE GENERATI NG
24 THE SAME ARGUMENT CAN BE MADE FOR SALES TAX

N
a1

REVENUE. AS CARS BECOVE MORE EXPENSI VE, |'M NOT
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SURE THAT LEADS TO GREATER WASTE.

SO WVE WERE CONCERNED THAT THOSE
FACTORS WERE GO NG TO SKEW THE RESULTS. EVEN MORE
| MPORTANT, | THINK, IS THE SENSI TI VITY ANALYSI S
THAT WE WENT THROUGH. | F YOU LOOK AT ElI THER THE
CONSUMER PRI CE | NDEX, SALES TAX REVENUE, OR
EMPLOYMENT, ALL OF THOSE THREE FACTORS BY
THEMSELVES EACH HAVE A 50- PERCENT GREATER | MPACT
ON THE ADJUSTMENT OF THE 1990 DATA TO 1995 DATA
THAN POPULATI ON.

VWHAT THAT MEANS |S | F BETWEEN 1990
AND 1995 YOUR POPULATI ON | NCREASES BY 10 PERCENT
AND EVERYTHI NG ELSE STAYS THE SAME, YOU WOULD BE
ASSUM NG YOU ONLY GENERATE ANOTHER TWO AND A HALF
PERCENT OF GARBAGE I N 1995. THAT'S A DRAMATI C
DI FFERENCE BECAUSE MOST PEOPLE THOUGHT, YOU KNOW
GARBAGE GENERATED BY PEOPLE. AND | T'S ADJUSTMENT
FACTORS LI KE THAT, AS WE GO FARTHER DOWN THE
PROCESS, AND AS WE GO ESPECI ALLY THROUGH THE YEAR
2000, I'T MAY BECOME | MPCSSI BLE FOR JURI SDI CTI ONS
TO MEET 50- PERCENT MANDATES, NOT BECAUSE OF NOT
| MPLEMENTI NG THEI R PROGRAMS, BUT BECAUSE THE
ADJUSTMENT METHOD | S PENALI ZI NG THEM EACH YEAR FOR

THI NGS LI KE | NCREASED POPULATI ON, ONLY GETTI NG
ONE- FOURTH OF THAT CREDIT I N YOUR 1990 BASE YEAR.
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AND AGAIN, AS | STATED, THE CONSUMER
PRI CE | NDEX, SALES REVENUE, AND EMPLOYMENT, ALL OF
THOSE FACTORS CHANGE HAVE A 50- PERCENT GREATER
| MPACT THAN POPULATI ON, VHI CH | NTUI TI VELY | THI NK
EVERYBODY WOULD ASSUME THAT WAS THE MOST
| MPORTANT.

SO WHAT WE' RE PROPOSI NG IS AN
ADJUSTMENT FACTOR BASED STRI CTLY ON POPULATI ON.
AND THI S WOULD BE AN ALTERNATI VE TO YOUR EXI STI NG
FACTOR. WE' RE NOT SAYI NG THROW OUT THE EXI STI NG
FACTOR. IT'S NO GOOD. WHAT WE' RE SAYING | S LET' S
ADD A SECOND FACTOR, AND THAT WOULD BE CHANGE | N
POPULATI ON.

VWHY DO WE PROPOSE THIS ONE? I T S A
VERY SI MPLE FORMULA. | T'S JUST THAT TWO FORMULAS
GET RID OF ALL THOSE, AND IT'S THE 1990 POPULATI ON
DI VI DED BY THE REPORTI NG YEAR POPULATI ON OR THE
1995 POPULATI ON.

SECOND, THERE' S A HI STORI CAL BASI S
FOR THAT. THE PER CAPI TA METHOD HAS BEEN USED FCR
MANY, MANY YEARS. | N FACT, AT THE OCTOBER 2D
HEARI NG AT THE ASSEMBLY NATURAL RESOURCES
COW TTEE, THEI R OWN DI RECTOR REPORTED 1990

CALI FORNI A WASTE GENERATI ON DATA ON A PER CAPI TA
BASI S AND WASTE DI SPOSAL DATA FOR 1995 ON A PER
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CAPI TA BASIS. | WAS DYING TO ASK H'M I F HE HAD
ADJUSTED THOSE FOR CPI AND SALES TAX AND
POPULATI ON OR EMPLOYMENT.

BUT THAT'S TYPI CALLY HOW PECPLE HAVE
REPORTED HI STORI CALLY GENERATI ON, ON A PER CAPI TA,
6 POUNDS, 7 POUNDS PER CAPI TA PER DAY. |F YOU GO
THROUGH THE CPCFA FI NANCI NG, YOU W LL SEE THE BOND
FI NANCI NG IS DONE ON A PER CAPI TA BASIS. AND I F
YOU GO BACK AND LOOK AT EPA DATA, YOU W LL SEE
THAT THE FRANKLI N STUDY DONE SEVERAL YEARS AGO
TALKS ABOUT PER CAPI TA GENERATI ON DATA.

AND FI NALLY, OUR PROPOSED ADJUSTMENT
METHOD WOULD ALLOW FLEXI BI LI TY FOR LOCAL
GOVERNMENT.  OBVI OUSLY, | N SOME CASES WHAT WE' RE
PROPOSI NG PROBABLY DOESN' T WORK. |F YOU LIVE IN A
CITY LI KE LOS ANGELES, WHERE YOU HAVE A LOT OF
EXTERNAL FACTORS | MPACTI NG YOUR WASTE GENERATI ON,
MAYBE POPULATI ON DOESN' T WORK. BUT FOR MANY OF
THE SMALLER COMMUNI TI ES THROUGHOUT THE STATE, |
THI NK, AND VERY DEFI NED WASTESHEDS, POPULATION | S
PROBABLY AS GOOD A MEASUREMENT AS ANYTHI NG ELSE.

AGAI N, ALL WE'RE ASKING FOR | S THE
FLEXI BI LI TY TO CHOOSE WHI CH WOULD BE THE RI GHT

METHOD FOR OUR LOCAL JURI SDI CTI ONS.
UNTI L AUGUST 1ST, TH S WAS A VERY
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| NTERESTI NG ACADEM C DI SCUSSI ON THAT WE' VE HAD.
AND THEN WE FI NALLY DI D OUR ANNUAL REPORT. AND
YOU COULD SEE I'T MAKES A HUGE | MPACT. FOR THE

CI TY OF ARROYO GRANDE UNDER THE EXI STI NG METHOD,
THEY HAVE A 21- PERCENT DI VERSI ON RATE. UNDER A
POPULATI ON BASE METHOD, WHERE YOU ONLY ADJUST
BASED ON POPULATI ON, THE DI VERSI ON RATE GOES UP TO
28 PERCENT.

IF YOU GO DOWN THE LI ST, PI SMO
BEACH, VERY LI TTLE DI FFERENCE. |1 T'S 36 PERCENT
Cl WB METHOD;, 37 PERCENT PROPOSED METHOD. FOR THE
COUNTY, AGAIN, A VERY DRAMATI C | NCREASE. AND
OVERALL FOR THOSE SI X CI TIES AND THE COUNTY WHI CH
COWPRI SES THE | NTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
AUTHORI TY, WE GO FROM A 26- PERCENT DI VERSI ON TO A
33- PERCENT DI VERSI ON RATE.

SO AGAIN, | T DOES HAVE A SI GNI FI CANT
| MPACT. AS WE GET CLOSER AND CLOSER TO TRYI NG TO
MEET 50 PERCENT, WE THINK I T WOULD CERTAI NLY HELP
THE LOCAL JURI SDI CTI ONS. AND AGAI N, WE' RE NOT
TRYI' NG TO TELL YOU THAT THE EXI STI NG METHOD | S
BAD. WE JUST DON' T THINK THAT IT G VES US ENOUGH
FLEXI BI LI TY. SO WHAT WE WOULD PROPCSE |'S THAT THE

FOLLOW NG SENTENCE BE ADDED I N 18794.1(B), AND
THAT BASI CALLY SAYS, YOU READ I T, "ALTERNATI VE
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1 JURI SDI CTI ONS COULD USE THE POPULATI ON BASE METHCD
2 TO ADJUST THEI R 1990 BASE YEAR TO THE APPLI CABLE
3 REPORTI NG YEAR. " AGAIN, | THI NK I T WOULD JUST
4 ALLOW US FLEXI BILITY, AND IT WOULD HELP US ALL
5 MEET OUR 50- PERCENT GOAL.
6 CHAl RMVAN CHESBRO: | HAVE SEVERAL THI NGS
7 |"D LIKE TO PURSUE | N RESPONSE TO THI'S. FI RST OF
8 ALL, | DON' T TH NK THAT MEASURI NG - - DESCRI Bl NG
9 WASTE AS PER CAPI TA GENERATI ON NECESSARI LY MEANS
10 THAT YOU VE DI SCOUNTED THE OTHER FACTORS THAT
11 M GHT HAVE CONTRI BUTED TO THE AMOUNT OF WASTE
12 GENERATED.
13 YOU COULD SAY IN THE CITY OF
14 | NDUSTRY I N LOS ANGELES COUNTY, YOU COULD
DESCRI BE
15 THE PER CAPI TA WASTE GENERATED, AND THAT DOESN T
16 MEAN THAT YOU ARE NOT CONSI DERI NG HOW MJCH
17 | NDUSTRI AL CONTRI BUTI ON THERE IS TO THE WASTE
18 STREAM
19 YOU RAI SE, | THINK, GOOD PO NTS.
20 THOSE PO NTS WERE | NTENDED TO HAVE BEEN TAKEN
CARE
21 OF BY ESSENTI ALLY | NTENDI NG FOR OQUR FORMULA TO BE
22 A DEFAULT APPROACH WHI CH ALSO ALLOWS FOR OTHER

23

APPROACHES TO BE USED.



24 | GUESS MYy QUESTI ON OF STAFF, AND I
25 KNOW MS. CARDOZO DESCRI BED THI' S I N HER
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PRESENTATI ON, BUT MAYBE WE COULD GO I NTO A LITTLE
MORE SPECI FI CS ABOUT WHAT THE CRITERIA IS FOR A
JURI SDI CTI ON TO USE A DI FFERENT FORMULA. | KNOW
| T"S ALLOWED FOR; BUT, FOR EXAMPLE, UNDER THE
REGULATI ONS AS THEY ARE, SAN LU S OBl SPO COUNTY
WANTED TO DO WHAT THEY' RE SUGGESTI NG HERE, WHAT
WOULD THEY HAVE TO DEMONSTRATE OR WHAT' S STEPS
WOULD THEY HAVE TO GO THROUGH TO UTI LI ZE SOMVE
OTHER FORMULA BESI DES THE ONE THAT WE HAVE
ADOPTED?

MS. CARDOZO:  WELL, THE PROCESS WE HAVE
SET UP NOW IS THAT I N THEI R ANNUAL REPORT, THEY
WOULD DI SCUSS WHY THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD DOESN T
WORK FOR THEM AND WHAT THEY' RE PROPCSI NG AND WHY,
W TH BACKUP | NFORMATI ON, AND STAFF WOULD WORK W TH
THEM  AND THEY WOULD HAVE TO TAKE THAT TO THE
BOARD, ASKI NG FOR THEI R APPROVAL W TH
RECOMVENDATI ONS ONE WAY OR THE OTHER WHETHER OR
NOT THAT WAS TRULY REPRESENTATI VE.

CHAl RMVAN CHESBRO TO MOMENTARI LY, NOT TO
CLAIM I T'S PERFECT, BUT MOMENTARI LY DEFEND THE
FORMULA, LET ME SAY THAT WE HAD A WORKI NG GROUP OF
A W DE VARI ETY OF | NTERESTS WHO EXAM NED I T,

COMMENTED ON | T, LOOKED AT I T UPSI DE, DOWNSI DE.
PERHAPS STAFF COULD DESCRI BE HOW MANY TI MES THEY
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MET AND HOW MANY MEMBERS WERE AND THAT SORT OF
THI NG, BUT | DO KNOW THAT THERE WAS QUI TE A BIT OF
SCRUTI NY.
AND ALSO | BELI EVE, AND CORRECT ME

IlF 1" MWRONG, THAT IT WAS TESTED, THAT THERE WAS
SOVE ATTEMPTS TO TRY TO FI GURE OUT HOW ACCURATE I T
WAS RELATI VE TO THE ACTUAL WASTE STREAM SO I N
ADOPTING I T AS THE PRI MARY TOOL, |IT WAS NOT
| NTENDED TO BE ARBI TRARY. | T WAS | NTENDED TO BE
REFLECTI VE AS BEST WE COULD DETERM NE OF MOST
JURI SDI CTIONS I N THE STATE, BUT AT THE SAME TI ME |
THI NK THAT THERE WAS AN UNDERSTANDI NG THAT | T WAS
| MPERFECT AND SO WOULD ALLOW THI S OTHER PATHWAY.
BUT MAYBE -- COULD YOU JUST BRI EFLY DESCRI BE THE
PROCESS THAT -- BY WVHICH I T WAS --

MS. FRIEDMAN: | F | COULD START OFF, AND
THEN TURN I T OVER TO KATHARI NE, | JUST WANTED TO
COMMENT ON THAT. WE HAD A WORKI NG GROUP PROCESS,
AND THE PROCESS FOR DEVELOPI NG THESE REGULATI ONS
WAS A TWO- YEAR PROCESS FI RST W TH OUR WORKI NG
GROUP AND THEN ULTI MATELY W TH THE REGULATI ONS ON
THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD. AND | T WAS EXTENSI VELY
TESTED. |'M SURE, KATHERI NE, YOU COULD ADD TO

THI'S; BUT | F YOU RECALL, I N THE TESTI NG PHASE
THERE WAS A 98- PERCENT CORRELATI VE FACTOR W TH
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METHOD THAT WAS SHOWN.  AND. . .

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: COULD YOU PUT THAT
IN -- | JUST TOOK STATI STI CS SO. . .

M5. FRIEDVMAN:  THE METHOD |'S 98 PERCENT
ACCURATE, | GUESS, |S THE BEST, EASI EST WAY TO
LOOK AT THAT. SO THERE WAS EXTENSI VE TESTI NG,
BUT, YES, BECAUSE OF THE NEED TO HAVE FLEXI BI LI TY,
THE METHOD | TSELF THAT WAS ADOPTED BY THE BOARD
AND THE REGULATI ONS ALLOW FOR ALTERNATI VE METHODS
TO BE PRESENTED AND JUSTI FI ED, SO THERE 1S
FLEXI BI LI TY ALREADY BUI LT I NTO THE PROCESS. |
DON'T KNOW I F YOU WANT TO ADD TO THAT, KATHERI NE.

MS. CARDOZO:  JUST THAT DURI NG THE FI ELD
TESTING, | T WAS SHOANN THAT POPULATI ON ALONE WAS
NOT STRONG ENOUGH, AS A CORRELATI VE FACTOR, THAT
YOU NEEDED TO HAVE ECONOM CS ADDED I N THERE. AND,
OF COURSE, THERE W LL BE SOMVE JURI SDI CTI ONS THAT
FALL OUTSI DE OF THAT, AND THAT IS WHY THE
FLEXI BI LI TY WAS BUI LT I N THERE FOR THOSE
EXCEPTI ONS.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: SO PRESUMABLY A
COMMUNI TY THAT |'S PREDOM NANTLY OR OVERWHELM NGLY
RESI DENTI AL W THOUT A LOT OF COMVERCI AL OR

| NDUSTRI AL ACTI VITY WOULD BE MORE APT TO BE MORE
CLOSELY RELATED TO POPULATI ON.
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MS. CARDOZO:  OR POTENTI ALLY THE
OPPOSI TE. | F THERE' S VERY FEW -- A SMALL NUMBER
OF RESI DENTS AND LARGE | NDUSTRI AL, I T MAY NOT WORK
FOR THE OUTLYI NG JURI SDI CTI ONS.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: SO WHY IS IT, MR
VWORRELL, THAT YOU FEEL THAT THE GENERAL
ALTERNATI VE PATH OF DEMONSTRATI NG THAT THE FORMULA
DOESN' T WORK WELL FOR YOUR JURI SDI CTI ONS OR | S NOT
ACCURATE, WHY IS THAT NOT SUFFI CI ENT? WHY WOULD
YOU PROPOSE THAT WE DO - -

MR. WORRELL: SURE. AND WE HAVE PROPCSED
I N OUR ANNUAL REPORT THAT WE SUBM TTED AUGUST 1ST
THAT WE BE ALLOWED TO USE THE POPULATI ON ONLY
BASI S METHOD. WE THI NK, ONE, WE HOPE THAT THAT' S
AGREED TO BY THE STAFF AND THE BOARD. YOU NEVER
KNOW AND I F THEY ASK FOR A TWO- YEAR STUDY OF
CORRELATI ON BETWEEN POPULATI ON AND GENERATI ON,
WE' RE GO NG TO BE HARD- PRESSED TO COVE UP W TH
THAT OBVI OQUSLY.

THE SECOND | S, AGAIN, VWHEN YOU LOOK

AT THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD, WE TALK ABOUT
RESI DENTI AL WASTE AND COMMERCI AL WASTE, FOR
EXAMPLE. WELL, THE ONLY WAY LOCAL JURI SDI CTI ONS

DEFI NE RESI DENTI AL AND COMMERCI AL WASTE | S
BASI CALLY BY THE TYPE OF TRUCK THAT COLLECTS THAT
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GARBAGE. | F IT'S A REAR LOADER, | T' S RESI DENTI AL;
IF IT"S A FRONT LOADER, | T'S COMVERCI AL.

WELL, THAT WORKS FI NE EXCEPT FOR
VHEN YOU TAKE I N THE FACT THAT ALL APARTMENTS
USUALLY HAVE DUMPSTERS OR ARE COLLECTED BY
COMMERCI AL TRUCKS. SO ALL OF A SUDDEN, YOUR
ADJUSTMENT FACTORS, VWH CH HAS ONE FOR COMVERCI AL,
ONE FOR RESI DENTI AL, | S SKEWED FROM THAT PO NT OF
VI EW

I THI NK VWHEN YOU TALK ABOUT
98- PERCENT CORRELATI ON, | CAN REMEMBER DO NG MY
FI RST WASTE CHARACTERI ZATI ON STUDY I N 1975 IN A
LANDFI LL I N SAN JUAN, PUERTO RI CO, AND | CAN TELL
YOU WHAT | THI NK OF GARBAGE DAY. I T'S NOT THAT
PRECI SE; I T'S NOT THAT ACCURATE. | KNOW WE' VE GOT
ONE PROBLEM W TH WASTE GOl NG TO DI FFERENT
LANDFI LLS DURI NG THE REPORTI NG ONE- WEEK PERI OD.

SOIT' S ALL RIGHT TO TRY AND HI DE
BEH ND THE STATISTICS, BUT | THI NK THERE'S MORE TO
| T THAN THAT, AND YOU NEED TO LOOK AT THE REAL
WORLD. AND THE REAL WORLD IS YOU RE NOT GO NG TO
GET 98- PERCENT CORRELATI ON ON ANYTHI NG. THERE' S
WASTE BEI NG M SREPCRTED BY JURI SDI CTI ONS. THERE' S

WASTE BEI NG M SADJUSTED BY COMMERCI AL VERSUS
RESI DENTI AL. I T"'S NOT A PERFECT WORLD OUT THERE.
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WE CAN STUDY I T FOR ANOTHER TEN
YEARS, AND | STILL DON' T TH NK WE' RE GO NG TO COME
UP W TH PERFECT GENERATI ON.

NOW THERE IS A SECTION, IT S
SECTION E I N THE REGULATI ONS, THAT ALLOW USE OF
| NFORMATI ON THAT WOULD ALLOW STAFF TO LET YOU USE
A DI FFERENT ADJUSTMENT FACTOR. THE ONLY CONCERN
VWE HAVE IS | F YOU GO FURTHER I N THE REGULATI ONS,
THERE' S SECTI ON | THAT STATES THAT I F YOQU FAIL TO
MEET THE CALCULATI ONS, FAIL TO MEET THE DI VERSI ON
BY THE STATE OR THE CIWB' S METHOD, THEN YOU HAVE
TO GO THROUGH ANALYSI S OF WHY YOU FAIL TO MEET
THAT. SO YOU VE ALREADY BEEN PRESUMED TO HAVE
FAI LED TO ACH EVE YOUR DI VERSI ON RATES, AND THAT
OBVI OQUSLY G VES US SOVE CONCERN TOO.

SO ALL WE' RE SAYING | S PUT THI' S
METHOD FOR HI STORI CAL REASON, SIMPLICITY IN THE
REG, LET THE JURI SDI CTI ONS OUT THERE CALCULATE BY
BOTH METHODS, AND SEE WHI CH ONE WORKS BEST. |'M
ALSO AFRAI D THAT THE MANY JURI SDI CTI ONS THAT
HAVEN T THOUGHT ABOUT USI NG SOVETHI NG OTHER THAN
THE STATE' S METHOD, AND THAT' S WHY PEOPLE MAY BE
CONCERNED ABOUT MEETI NG 50 PERCENT. AND MAYBE

TH S METHOD | S THE BETTER WAY OF SHOW NG THAT
Dl VERSI ON, AND MAYBE WE HAVE LESS OPPOSI TION TO
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1 KEEPI NG THAT 50- PERCENT STANDARD OUT THERE | F
2 THERE ARE TWO WAYS YOU COULD USE BOARD APPROVED
3 VWAYS W THOUT HAVI NG TO GO THROUGH THE APPROVAL
4 PROCESS OF ACHI EVI NG THAT. AND I N FACT, THAT WAS
5 OUR COMMVENT ON OCTOBER 2D TO THE ASSEMBLY WAS THAT
6 50 PERCENT WAS A REASONABLE GOAL, BUT G VE US A
7 LITTLE BIT MORE FLEXIBILITY OF HON WE GO ABOUT
8 CALCULATI NG THAT.
9 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: LET ME ASK STAFF,
10 GO NG BACK TO MY PREVI QUS QUESTI ON ABOUT HOW A
11 JURI SDI CTI ON WOULD GO ABOUT | T. WOULD THEY BE
12 REQUI RED TO TEST THEI R METHOD AGAI NST THE WASTE
13 STREAM OR COULD THEY JUST SI MPLY | NTRODUCE
14 FACTORS AND EVI DENCE THAT SUCH FACTORS EXI ST IN
15 THEI R COMMUNI TY THAT WOULD CREATE A DI FFERENT SET
16 OF Cl RCUMSTANCES THAN M GHT EXI ST ELSEWHERE?
17 MS. CARDOZO | THINK THAT'S GO NG TO
18 REQUI RE A POLI CY PROBLEM WHAT EXACTLY A
19 JURI SDI CTI ON NEEDS TO SUBM T.
20 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: SO THAT' S NOT
21 SPECI FI ED I N THE REGULATI ONS?
22 MS. CARDOZO BUT | WOULD LI KE TO
ADDRESS
23 MR, WORRELL'S OTHER COMMENT. AS | DI SCUSSED W TH
24 H M ON THE PHONE OVER A WEEK AGO, THAT SECTI ON E

25 AND | ARE NOT MJUTUALLY EXCLUSI VE, THAT SUBSECTI ON
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| OF THE SECTI ON HE'S REFERRI NG TO JUST ALLOWS A
JURISDICTION IF -- TO FURTHER -- | F IT'S NOT THE
ADJUSTMENT METHOD, AND MOST OF THE JURI SDI CTI ONS
VE FI ND THAT THEI R PROBLEMs W TH MEETI NG THE GOAL
| S NOT THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD, THAT I T'S A BASE
YEAR OR REPORTI NG YEAR. | T'S ANOTHER PROBLEM THAN
THAT. AND SO THAT' S WHY THAT OTHER SECTI ON ALLOWS
FOR THEM TO ADDRESS POSSI BLY OTHER REASONS, NOT
JUST THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD.

MR. SCHI AVO  JUST A COUPLE COMMENTS, AND
" M RElI TERATI NG A FEW THI NGS THAT WERE SAID. |'M
PAT SCHI AVO OF THE WASTE CHARACTERI ZATI ON AND
ANALYSI S BRANCH. THI S PROCESS WVENT THROUGH,
AGAI N, EXTENSI VE TESTING WTH A LOT OF
JURI SDI CTI ONS, WHI CH PROVED TO BE, YOU KNOW OVER
95 PERCENT CONFI DENCE W TH THE FOUR FACTORS. |IF
YOU TAKE OUT THE THREE ECONOM C FACTORS, THE
GROWMH FACTORS, AND JUST USE POPULATION, IT
DI STORTS THE DATA SI GNI FI CANTLY.

SO | F WE VENT TO A DEFAULT METHOD

VWHERE WE ONLY BASED |IT ON A SI MPLI FI ED APPROACH COF
ONLY POPULATI ON AND PEOPLE HAD TO JUSTI FY WHY
POPULATI ON DI DN' T ACHI EVE THEI R ENDS OF USI NG THE

ADJUSTMENT METHODOLOGY, WE' RE GO NG TO HAVE THE
MAJORI TY OF JURI SDI CTI ONS COM NG I N TO US TRYI NG
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TO RATI ONALI ZE WHY POPULATI ON | TSELF DOESN' T WORK.
IN THI S PARTI CULAR SI TUATI ON,
POPULATI ON IS THE OUTLI AR FOR THI S PARTI CULAR
COMMUNI TY, AND I T MAY BE APPROPRI ATE FOR THI S
PARTI CULAR Cl RCUMSTANCE. BUT FOR THE STATEW DE
GOOD FOR MOST OF THE COVMUNI TI ES, WE NEED TO GO
W TH THE EXI STI NG APPROACH. AND THAT'S PRI MARI LY
VWHAT |'M TRYI NG TO GET AT IS, AGAIN, TH S MAY BE
APPROPRI ATE FOR SAN LUI'S OBI SPO, BUT IT'S NOT
GO NG TO BE FOR THE MAJORITY OF THE STATE.
AGAI N, | T UNDERWENT EXTENSI VE

SCRUTI NY FOR A TWO- YEAR PERI OD, AND VWE ONLY HAVE
ONE COMMENT TO THE CONTRARY AT THI'S PO NT IN TI ME

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:  WELL, |'M-- | HAVE A
COUPLE OF DI FFERENT CONFLI CTI NG | MPULSES HERE. ON
THE ONE HAND, |'M I NCLI NED TO NOT PROVI DE FOR A
SPECI FI C ALTERNATI VE METHCD BECAUSE | THI NK THAT
WE' VE HAD A VERY EXTENSI VE TESTI NG PROCESS FOR
ONE. AS A SECOND DEFAULT FOR THE WHOLE STATE, IT
HASN' T HAD THE SAME LEVEL OF SCRUTI NY THAT THE
FI RST ONE HAD OR THE SAME LEVEL OF | NPUT. MANY OF
THE PEOPLE WHO WERE ON THE WORKI NG GROUP PROBABLY
AREN' T HERE BECAUSE THEY FEEL WE HAVE THEI R | NPUT

AND WE' VE ACTED ON THEI R I NPUT. SO THEY' RE NOT
RESPONDI NG TO | T BECAUSE THEY' RE SATI SFI ED OR FEEL
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1 THAT WE' VE DONE THE RI GHT THI NG.

2 THEN THI S WAS RUN, AT MY REQUEST, BY
3 THE LEAGUE OF CI TI ES AND CSAC AND RCRC AND JUST

4 ABOUT EVERYBODY ELSE | MAG NABLE. ON THE OTHER

5 HAND, | WANT TO MAKE SURE THAT WE DON' T REQUI RE A
6 LEVEL OF SCRUTI NY THAT REQUI RES A LONG TI ME AND

7 LOT OF MONEY FOR A JURI SDI CTI ON TO BE ABLE TO

8 DEMONSTRATE THE FACTORS THAT THEY BELI EVE MAKE THE
9 CASE FOR THEM TO UTI LI ZE A DI FFERENT METHOD.

10 SOVEHOW OR OTHER SOVEVHERE BETWEEN,
11 YOU KNOW A BI G STUDY -- A STUDY COVPARABLE TO

12 VWHAT WE DID TO ARRI VE AT THI' S FORMULA AND JUST
13 SIMPLY, YOU KNOW FEW SENTENCE LETTER, SOVETHI NG
14 VHI CH REQUI RES SOVE LEVEL OF EVI DENCE AND CASE
15 MAKI NG, BUT ALSO | SN' T EXPENSI VE AND DI FFI CULT FOR
16 JURI SDI CTI ONS TO COMPLY W TH, | THI NK WE' RE GO NG
17 TO HAVE TO COME UP WTH. AND I THI NK THAT' S THE
18 CONCLUSION | COVE TO FROM THE | NPUT | S THAT WE
19 HAVE TO BE CONCERNED THAT I T NOT BE ONERQUS,
20 ESPECI ALLY FOR -- | MEAN SAN LU S | SN T THE
21 SMALLEST JURI SDI CTION. | T COULD BE VERY

DI FFI CULT
22 FOR A JURI SDI CTI ON TO MAKE THE CASE, AND WE

HAVE

23 TO BE SENSI TI VE TO THAT. THOSE ARE MY



THOUGHTS.

24 MR, BLOCK: [|F I MAY AT TH S PO NT
25 BECAUSE, CHAI RMAN CHESBRO, YOUR COMMENTS
ACTUALLY
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1 BROUGHT SOVETHI NG ELSE TO M ND VWHICH | W SH |
HAD

2 THOUGHT OF A LITTLE BIT SOONER, WHICH | S THE
3 ADJUSTMENT METHOD REGULATI ONS AND THESE

4 REGULATI ONS ARE REGULATI ONS THE SUBSTANCE OF
VHI CH

5 HASN' T CHANGED. | N OTHER WORDS, THEY WERE
JUST

6 SI MPLY RENUMBERED AND MOVED. THE SCOPE OF
THE

7 RULEMAKI NG PACKAGE THAT WE' RE DEALI NG W TH
DI D NOT

8 | NCLUDE CHANGES TO THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD

| TSELF AS

9 PART OF THE RULEMAKI NG.

10 SO |' M ACTUALLY FAI RLY SURE
THAT WV\E

11 WOULD HAVE TO GO OQUT TO A 45- DAY COMVENT
PERI OD

12 AND I N A SENSE START THE RULEMAKI NG AGAI N I F
YOU

13 WANTED TO ACTUALLY CHANGE SOVE OF THE
LANGUAGE | N

14 THE ADJUSTMENT METHOD. THAT WOULDN T AFFECT

THE



15 OTHER COMMENTS YOU HAD ABOUT WHAT LEVEL OF

16 | NFORMATI ON WVE WANT. AND LET ME GO AHEAD AND
17 COMMVENT ON THAT.

18 ONE OF THE REASONS THAT THE

19 REGULATI ONS ARE PHRASED THE WAY THEY ARE NOW
IS

20 BECAUSE | THI NK WE WANTED TO G VE SOVE

21 JURI SDI CTI ONS A FAI R AMOUNT OF FLEXI BI LI TY.
NOT

22 KNOW NG UP FRONT WHAT KI ND OF | NFORMATI ON
WOULD OR

23 WOULDN' T BE RELEVANT, WE GAVE SOVE GENERAL
24 CATEGORI ES OF THE TYPES OF | NFORMATI ON, BUT
REALLY

25 AT THAT STAGE WEREN' T IN A PLACE WHERE WE
COULD
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1 SAY THIS | S WHAT YOU NEED TO DO OR THIS IS
ALL YOU

2 NEED TO DO BECAUSE WE WANTED TO REALLY IN A
SENSE

3 LEAVE THAT UP TO A CASE- BY- CASE

DETERM NATI ON.

4 I N ANYTHI NG THAT ANY
GOVERNMENTAL

5 ENTITY DCES, IN A SENSE, WE' VE GOT AN OVERALL
6 STANDARD OF REASONABLENESS. SO THAT'S

BASI CALLY

7 BU LT | NTO THE REGULATI ONS THAT ARE THERE.
AND SO

8 ALL I CAN SAY IS TO THE EXTENT THAT -- AND WE
9 DON' T KNOW AT THI' S PO NT WHAT WOULD HAPPEN | N
SAN

10 LU S OBl SPO S ANNUAL REPORT -- TO THE EXTENT
THAT

11 THERE WAS A DI SPUTE AS TO WHETHER THE

I NFORMATI ON

12 WAS SUFFI CI ENT OR NOT, ULTI MATELY THAT COULD
END,

13 | F THAT WASN' T RESOLVABLE, FIND ITS WAY TO
THI S

14 COW TTEE AND ULTI MATELY THE BOARD, AT WHI CH



PO NT

15 THAT CALL COULD BE MADE BASED ON VERY
SPECI FI C
16 FACTS AS OPPOSED TO THE MORE KI ND OF

SPECULATI VE

17 NATURE THAT WE' RE AT NOW WHICH IS IS IT
ENOUGH OR

18 ISN'T I'T ENOUGH. | THI NK THAT' S PARTI CULARLY
V\HY

19 THOSE REGULATI ONS WERE PHRASED THAT WAY
BECAUSE W\E

20 DI DN' T WANT TO OVERDEFI NE WHAT TYPES OF

21 | NFORMATI ON WOULD BE APPROPRI ATE OR NOT.

22 MS. FRIEDMAN: I N ADDI TI ON, | WOULD
LI KE

23 TO ADD THAT | THI NK THAT AS FAR AS THE

BOARD S AND

24 STAFF' S TRACK RECORD GO ON FLEXI BI LI TY AND
25 REASONABLENESS, WE HAVE, YOU KNOW 99 PERCENT
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1 APPROVAL RATE ON OUR PLANS. AND WE HAVE BEEN

2 EXTREMELY FLEXI BLE W TH EVERY JURI SDI CTI ON ON

3 VWORKING WTH THEM  AND | THI NK THAT EVERY TI ME
4 VWE' VE COVE TO THIS COW TTEE AND TO THE BOARD, AS
5 FAR AS STAFF GCES, AND AS FAR AS THE BOARD | TSELF
6 GOES, WE' VE DEMONSTRATED THAT.

7 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: YEAH, BUT WE SUFFER
8 FROM BEI NG PART OF STATE GOVERNMENT AND WHEN YQOU
9 SAY, "1'M FROM THE STATE AND I'M HERE TO HELP

10 YOU," | T CAUSES SHUDDERS DOWN LOCAL GOVERNMENT' S
11 BACKS, AND | UNDERSTAND THAT EVEN THOUGH |

12 THAT WE HAVE, YOU ARE ABSOLUTELY RI GHT. OUR

13 STAFF, W TH THE ENCOURAGEMENT AND SUPPORT OF THE
14 COW TTEE AND BOARD, REALLY TRIED TO MAKE THI S AS
15 FLEXI BLE A PROCESS AS POSSI BLE.

16 I THI NK THAT WE COULD, |F THE

17 COW TTEE MEMBERS AGREE W TH MY PO NT OF VI EW ON
18 TH'S, G VE GENERAL POLI CY DI RECTI ON TO STAFF AS A
19 COW TTEE, NOT AS PART OF THE REGULATI ONS, TO
20 FOCUS ON THE PROCESS, TRYI NG TO MAKE I T AS

21 ACCURATE, BUT SI MPLE AS POSSI BLE | N TERMs OF

22 DETERM NI NG WHETHER AN ALTERNATE METHOD | S GO NG
23 TO ACCURATELY REFLECT THE LOCAL JURI SDI CTI ON' S
24 WASTE STREAM W THOUT A LOT OF EXPENSE OR EXTRA

N
a1

WORK ON THE PART OF THE LOCAL JURI SDI CTI ON.
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BUT I WAS ABOUT TO OPEN I T UP TO WY

COLLEAGUES.

MEMBER FRAZEE: | WAS JUST GO NG TO SAY,
MR. CHAI RMAN, | THINK I AGREE W TH YOU ON EVERY
STATEMENT YOU MADE. FLEXIBILITY IS ALREADY BUI LT
IN. | THINK MR, WORRELL MAKES AN EXCELLENT CASE,
BUT MODI FYI NG THE REGULATI ONS TO OPEN UP EASI LY
REACHABLE ALTERNATI VES, THEN YOU M GHT HAVE
SOVEONE ARGUE, WELL, WHY CAN'T MY FORMULA BE CPI
AND POPULATI ON OR WHY CAN' T MY FORMULA BE SALES
TAX AND EMPLOYMENT, AND YOU GET | NTO A WHOLE RANGE
OF THINGS. | THINK THERE | S AN OPPORTUNI TY UNDER
CURRENT REGULATI ONS THE WAY THEY ARE NOW FOR THI S
BOARD TO MAKE AN ADJUSTMENT FOR GOOD CASES MADE.

AND | AGREE W TH WHAT YOU SAID. WE

DON' T WANT TO MAKE THAT SO DI FFI CULT THAT SOVEONE
| S SENT BACK OUT TO DO A TWO YEAR STUDY TO JUSTI FY
I T. |F WE CAN BE FLEXI BLE ENOUGH TO ACCOMMODATE
THAT WHEN A GOOD CASE |'S MADE, |'M CONFI DENT THAT
STAFF CAN DO THAT.

MEMBER GOTCH: | AGREE W TH BOTH OF YOU
AND THE STAFF'S ANSVERS TO MR. WORRELL'S CONCERN.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: | THI NK YOU ARE

SENSI TI ZI NG US, THOUGH, TO THE PROCESS THAT YOQU
W LL BE FACING, AND SO | THINK I CAN, BASED ON
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1 VWHAT | JUST HEARD, G VE A GENERAL SENSE OF THE

2 COW TTEE TO STAFF TO TRY TO DEVELOP A PROCESS

3 THAT' S NOT OVERBEARI NG AND ONEROUS ON THE

4 JURI SDI CTI ONS WHO WANT TO PURSUE AN ALTERNATI VE

5 METHCD.

6 THAT BEI NG THE CASE, THOUGH, | W LL
7 ENTERTAI N A MOTI ON, THEN, TO APPROVE STAFF' S

8 RECOVMENDATI ONS, WHI CH | HAVE HERE SOVEVWHERE. |IT
9 | S TO APPROVE THE NEGATI VE DECLARATI ON AND ANNUAL
10 REPORT REGULATI ONS AND FORWARD THEM TO THE BOARD.
11 | GUESS | T WOULDN' T BE CONSENT BECAUSE I T'S A
12 REGULATI ON PACKAGE.
13 MR. BLOCK: TYPI CALLY WE HAVEN T DONE
14 THAT.
15 CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: SO IT WLL BE PLACED
16 I N THE REGULAR BOARD AGENDA, WHICH | GUESS | F YQU
17 WANT TO COVE TO SACRAMENTO AGAIN, WE' D G VE YQU
18 ANOTHER OPPORTUNI TY.

MR. WORRELL: MAYBE |'LL HAVE THE MACHI NE
FI XED BY THEN.

CHAI RMAN CHESBRO: YUBA CI TY. EXCUSE ME.
YUBA CITY | S WHERE WE' RE MEETI NG

MEMBER FRAZEE: YES, |'LL MOVE.

MEMBER GOTCH: AND | ' LL SECOND.
CHAI RMAN CHESBRO:. WE W LL SUBSTI TUTE THE
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PRI OR ROLL CALL. MOTI ON PASSES THREE TO ZERO.
THANKS FOR YOUR | NPUT. APPRECI ATE I T.

AND LET'S SEE. | THI NK THAT TAKES
CARE OF THE BUSI NESS AGENDA, DOES I T NOT?

SO ANY OPEN DI SCUSSI ON? HEARI NG
NONE, WE W LL ADJOURN THE COWM TTEE MEETI NG.
THANK YQU.

(END OF PROCEEDI NGS AT 10:47 A.M)
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